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ACCUMULATION— 
See Thellusson Act 


ADMINISTRATION-— 
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STIRLING, J., W.R. 491; [1894] 1 Ch. 678 
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Taylor v. Wade, CH.D. OHITTY, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 671; 63 L J. Ch. 
424; 70 L. T. 556 

See also Bankruptcy, 2, 14; Executor, 1; Married Woman, 1 


ADULTERATION— 

1. Food—Milk—Analysis, certificate of—Alteration of certificate 
—Food and Drugs Act, 1875, s. 6.—*Bakewell v. Davis, Q.B.D., 63 
L. J. M. C. 93 

2. Food—Milk—Sule of Food and Drugs Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. 
c. 63), ss. 6, 14—Sale of Food and Drugs Amendment Act, 1879 (42 
& 43 Vict. c. 30), s. 3—Amendment of summons—Summary Juris- 
diction Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 43), s. 1.—Hiett v. Ward, Q.B.D., 
70 L. T. 374 

3. Food, definition of—Sale of baking powder containing an in- 
gredient injurious to health—Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875 (38 
& 39 Vict. c. 63), ss. 2, 3. ‘*James v. Jones, Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 351 

4. Summons—Particulars of offence—Food and Drugs Act, 1875 
he and Drugs Act, 1879, s. 10.—Neal v. Devenish, Q.B.D., 70 

. T, 628 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT— 
See County Court, 8 


AMBASSADOR— 
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serve defendant with writ out of the jurisdiction—Option of plain- 
tiff to wait for defendant's return—4 & 5 Anne, c. 3 (Ruff. 4 Anne, 
c. 16), s. 19—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 11, r. 1—Statute of Limitations 
(21 Jac. 1, c. 16).—Musurus Bey v. Gadban, apr., 8.J. 511; W.R. 
545; [1894] 2 Q. B. 352 


ANIMAL— 

Cruelty to animals—‘‘ Domestic animals ”—Lions kept in a cage 
—Cruelty to Animals Act, 1849 (12 & 13 Vict. c. 92), ss. 2, 29— 
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 60), s. 3.—Harper v. 
Murcks, Q.B.D., 8.J, 619; W.R 605; [1894] 2 Q. B. 319 


ANNUITY— 
1. Separation deed—Covenant—Construction.—Clench, Re, Draper 
v. Clench, CH.D, NORTH, J., 8.J. 546 
2. Will—Construction—Deduction—Income tax.—*Buckle, Re, 
Williams v. Marson, app., 63 L. J. Ch. 330 


ARBITRATION — 

1. Reference — Costs — Special referee —Trial—R. 8. C., 1883, 
ord. 36, r. 50.—Puatten v. West of England Iron, &c., Co., Q.B.D., 
[1894] 2 Q. B. 159 

2. Staying proceedings—Steps in the proceedings—Arbitration 
Act, 1889, s. 4—Unfitness of arbitrators ims outside reference. 
—Ives v. Willans, app., W.R, 483; 70 L. T. 674 

See also Conflict of Laws; Friendly Society, 1; Partnership 


ATTACHMENT— 
Order for payment of money—Person “acting in a fiduviury 
capacity "—Partnership, relation of—Debtors Act, 1869 (32 & 33 





Vict. c. 62), 8. 4, sub-section 3.—* Piddocke v. Burt, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 
70 L. T. 553 
See also Practice, 2 


AUCTIONEER— 
See Solicitor, 6 


BAILMENT— > Pa are 
Restaurant keeper—Customer’s coat—Negligence— ter 
servant.—* Ulizen v. Nicol, 9.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 289 


BAKER— 
See Justices, t 


BANKER— : 

1. Bank of d—Compensation to country firms—Formation 
of new company by amalgamation of old firms with others—Bank 
Charter Act, 1844, ss. 10-12, 23, 24.—*Prescotts & Oo. v. Bank of 
England, arp., 63 L. J. Q. B. 332 

2. Cheque crossed—Forged indorsement— Protection to collecting 
banker—Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, s. 82.—Mathews v. Brown, 
Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 494 


3. Ex contract—Undertaking to pay for silver sterling 
money—Condition t—Repudiation.—Bank of China, &c., 
v. American Trading Co., P.0., [1894] A. C. 266 


See also Bill of Exchange, 2; Partnership, 1, 8 


1. Act of bankruptey— tcy notice—Petition—Amend- 
ment—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 4 hy (g)—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 
1890, r. 143, Appendix, Form 10.—Dunhill, Ex parte, Dunhill, Re, 
BKCY., [1894] 2 Q. B. 234 
2. Administ ration—Assets oe ro by saline baeee 
trading without knowledge of trustee — Second — 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. ~~ s. 44.—Clark, Re, 
Beardmore, Ex purte, app., §.J,492; 70L.T. 751 
3. Annulment—Creditor making a private bargain.— McHenry, 
Re, Levita, Ex parte, McDermott v. Boyd, ¢ CH.D. NORTH, J., S.J. 458; 
W.R. 474 
4. Annulment -Payment of creditors in full—Bankruptey 
1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 35, sub-section 1.—*Burnett, Re, 
Official Receiver, Ex parte, Bxcy., 63 L. J. Q. B. 423; 70 L. T. 385 
5. Assets—Following trust money.—* Hallett, Re, Blane, Ex parte, 
sae. DN 2 Q. B. 237; 70 L. T. 361 5 
ts—Money paid to solicitor—Defence on criminal charge 

—Solicitor’s right of retainer for services rendered after notice of 
bankruptcy.—Charlwood, He, Masters, Ex parte, skoy., 63 L. J. 
a ag ti 2 vs Me . ee 

7. Contempt—Refusal r) subpeena attend court— 
sufficient sum for tempt of court—Refusal 
to commit for—Bankruptey Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. o. 52), s. 27— 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1 tr. 70, 71,—Batson, Re, Hastie, Ex parte, 
BKoy., 70 L. T. 382 ? 

8. Costs—Solicitor—Payment by debtors to solicitors to secure 


their services in defence on criminal charge and other matters— 


Verbal ent—Subsequent act of aye ag Oty t of 
trustee in toy to repayment—Solicitors 1870 (33 & 34 
Vict. c. 28), s. 4.—Beyts & Craig, Re, Cooper, Hx parte, BECY., 
W. R. 432; 70 L, T. 561 iS : 

9. Criminal law—Undi bankrupt —Obtaining credit— 
Intention to defraud—Bankruptey Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. o. 52), 
8. ane 2 v. Dyson, 0.0.8., W.R, 526; [1894] 2 Q. B. 176; 6S 
L. J. M. C, 124 
10. Discovery—Private examination—Application to aahe Suuatie 
tions off file.—Beall, Re, Beall, Ex parte, app., [1894] 2 Q. B. 135; 
63 L. J. Q. B. 425; 70 L. T. 643 

11. Disqualificatioa—School board membor— Person — 
bankrupt under Act of 1869—Bankruptey Act, 1883, ss. 32, 169,— 









ite ghinesial 


6 DIGEST. 
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*Pulborough School Board Petition, 
1Q. B. 725; 70 L. T. 639 

12. Jurisdiction—Sale by mortgagees from the bankrupt of his 
reversion—Rights of trustee.— Evelyn, Re, General Public Works and 
Assets Co., Ex Parte, sxoy., §.J. 479; W.R. 512; [1894] 2 Q. B. 
302; 70 L. T. 692 

13. Lease—Covenant not to assign—Assignment by trustee in 
bankruptcy—Liability of trustee for rent due.—Johnson, Re, 
Blackett, Ex parte, Bxcy., 70 L. T. 381 

14. Partnership—Death of partner—Judgment t firm— 
Administration of estate of P senieveer partner—B ptcy Act, 
a ee 8. 125.—Outram, Re, Ashworth, Ex parte, BKcY., 63 L. J. 

15. Partnership—Rights of trustee of bankrupt partner as against 
execution creditors of the firm—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 
Vict. c. 52), ss. 45, 46 (3)—Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 
71), s. 11 (1), (2).—Dibb v. Brooke, BKCY., S.J. 493; W.R. 495; 
[1894] 2 Q. B. 338 

16. Practice—Affidavit in proof of debt— Oral evidence—Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 105 (5)—Stables, Re, Smith 
& Sons, Ex parte, Bkcy., W.R. 448 

17. Practice—Appeal—Time—Order “signed, entered, or other- 
wise ected’’—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 and 1890, r. 130.— 
*Helsby, Re, Trustee, Ex parte, Q.B.D. [1894] 1 Q. B. 742; 63 L. J. 
Q. B. 265 

18. Practice—Costs—Security—Rejection of proof of foreign 
creditor—Appeal—Bankruptcy Acts, 1869, 1883; Bankruptcy 
Rules, 1886, rr. 131, 148, 353.—*Semenza, Re, Trustee, Ex parte, 
arp., 63 L. J. Q. B. 278 

19. Practice—Locus standi of appellant who has not appeared in 
court below—Bankru Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 5. 104 

3 schedule 2, r. 2— ptey Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), 8.3 
. .—Langtry, Re, Stephenson, Ex parte, 2.8.D., W.R. 496; 70 L. T. 
36 


20. Practice—Petition by limited company—Proof of authority 
of secretary to present—Affidavit verifying petition—Notice to dis- 
pute facts in petition—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 
s. 148; Rules 160-162.—Sanders, Re, Sanders, Ex parte, BKCY., 8.J. 
632 


21. Preferential payment —Debt due to friendly society by bank- 
rupt —Friendly Societies Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict, c. 60), 
s. 15 (7).—* Welch, Re, Trustee, Ex parte, BKcY., 70 L. T. 691 

22. Proof—Calls on shares—Person injured by disclaimer— 
Measure of damag:s—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 
s. 55 (7).— Hallett, Re, National Insurance Uo., Ex parte, BkcyY., 8.J. 
632 


Re, Bourke v. Nutt, app., [1894] 


23. Proof— Secured creditor— Promissory note —Guarantee.— 
*Hallett, Re, Cocks, Ex parte, arp., [1894] 2 Q. B. 256 
24. Public examination—Jurisdiction of istrar—Order to file 
accounte—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), ss. 17, 24, 
pon arr WR AIT; 1886, r. 338.—Cronmire, Re, Cronmire, Ex 
417; [1894] 2 Q. B. 246; 70 L. T. 610 
order—Refusal—Second application for, in t 
of pth rte hw judicata—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. 
c. 52), 8. 7.—Vitoria, Re, Vitoria, Ex parte (No. 2), app., 8.J. 532; 
W.R. 529 
26. Sheriff—Costs of advertising sale—Duty of sheriff—Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 145, rule 118—Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 11 (1).—Crooke, Re, 
Ng My or. (Sheriff), Ex = BKCY., 8.J. 633 
appointed by creditors trustee of another estate 
‘lamete~Chhection Board of Trade—Report to 
High Gout Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 21.— 
Lamb, Re, Board of Trade, Ex parte, sxcy., 8.J. 493; B, 544; | 
70 L. T. 694 
See also Attachment; Married Woman, 2 


BETTING— 
See Gaming, 1, 2 











1. Action commenced on third day of Bills of Exchange | 


ne Tae. 16 eter hides T Foye 8.J. 616 
Post-dated cheq — its | 

deto—Valblity Beaker 4 ing ered to onteas 4 

Renter elder for value” e Act, thes (45m 46 


Viet. ¢. 61), os. 13, 7 Ai, 151 (08 & 55 Vick. 9), 38 


authority—Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, s. 25.—Reid v. Rig 
Q.B.D., [1894] 2 Q. B. 40; 63 L. J. Q. B. 451 
See also Company, 1 


BILL of SALE— 
1. Affidavit—Description of grantor—Bills of Sale Act, 1878, 
10 (2).—Feast v. Robinson, CH.D. ROMER, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 321 


2. Form—Covenant to replace damaged goods—Term he main 
tenance of a * Sale Act, Taso.’ 8. 9.—* Seed v. Bradlag 
ApP., 63 L. J. Q. B. 38 

3. ’Form—Principal sal interest payable by instalments—De 


of Sale Act, 1882, s. 7.—*Wood, Re, Woolfe, Ex parte, BKOY., 
L. J. Q. B, 352 

4. Form—Repayment of debt by instalmsnts—Covenant to pay 
interest on principal sum —Ambiguity—Power of seizure—Bills of” 
Sale Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 43), ss. 7, 9, echedule.—Weardalg 
Tron and Coal Co. v. Hodson, arv., W.R. 424; 68 L J. Q. B. S91 
70 L. T. 632 

5. Husband and wife—Sale of goods by wife to husband—Re- 
ceipt—Possession—Bills of Sale Act, 1878, ss. 4, 8.—Ramsay v,” 


Margrett, aPP., Saad 2Q. B. 18 
6. Mortgage of land—Express ment of fixed trade machicl 


nery—Power of sale—Bills tf Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 31)7 
ss. 3-5, 7.—*Small v. National Provincial Bank of England, 0H.D,~ 








STIRLING, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 686; 63 L. J. Ch. 270; 70 L. T. 492. | 

7. ener of other property given at same time: 
—S8ti tion in mo or payment of compound interest—Billg’ 
of Sale Acts, 1878, s. aa 3), and 1882, s. 8.—*Hdwards v. Marcus, 
ApP., 63 L. J. Q. B. 363 


BROKER— 
See Executor, 2 


BUILDING sOCcIETY— 

1. Dissolution—Members—Priority of payments. —Burnard ves 
Tomson, CH.D. NORTH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 488 

2. Winding up—Redemption of mortgages—Liabilities of ad-— 
vanced and unadvanced members— Ordinary creditors and depositors ” 
—Unincorporated society—Insolvency—Debts of society—Contri-. 
butions to losses—Costs.— West London, &c., Building 4 Re,” 
CH.D. WRIGHT, J., W.R. 535 ; [1894] 2 Ch. 352; 63 L. J. Ch. 


BURIAL GROUND— ; 
Disused burial ground—‘‘Set apart for interments ’’—Vendor } 
and purchaser—Contract for sale of portion in which no inter-/ 
ment had taken place—Unwilling purchaser—Objection that = 
buildings could be "oidalh henieere- Dips Spaces (Metropolis) Act, > 
1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 34), s. 1—Disused aoe Grounds Act, 1884 : 
(47 & 48 Vict. c. 72), ss. 2, 3—Open 8 Act, 1887 (50 & 51 
Vict. c. 32), ss. 2, 4, Schedule.—*Ponsford and ‘Newport School 
Board’s Contract, Re, App., 63 L. J. Ch. 278; 70 L. T. 502 


CANADA, LAW of— 

1. Banker—Bill of sale—Parliament—Powers of Dominion Par-— 
liament—British North America Act, 1867, s. 91.— Tennant v. Union 
ey fae 63 L. J. P. C. 25 

—Assignment for benefit of creditors—Ulird vires” 
tae Be Nee America Act, 1867, s. 91—Ontario Statutes, 1887, 


c. 124, 8. 9.—A -General for Ontario v. Attorney- -General Sors 
Canada, p.c., 70 L, T. 538 
CHARITY— 


1. Endowment — School — Religious education — Patro _— 
Charity Commissioners—J urisdiction—Endowed Schools Act, 1869, | 
s. 39—Endowed Schools Act, 1889, s. 13.—Swansea Free Grammar 
School, Re, P.0., [1894] A. C. 262; 70 L. T. 738 q 

2. Endowment— Voluntary subscri and donations—Consent 
of Charity Commissioners—Coste—Lands Clauses Consolidation 
Act, 1846 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 18), s. 69—Charitable Trusts Act, 185% 
(16 & 17 Vict. c. 137), ss. 4 62, 66—Charitable Trusts Act, 1855 
(18 & 19 Vict. c, 124), s. 29.—Clergy Orphan Corporation, Re, OH.D, 
KEKEWICH, J., 70 L, T. 649 

See also Mortmain ; Will, 12 


CHEQUE— 


Crossed plaveg. 200 — Trover — Conversion — Banker collecting and! 
er proceeds.— Kleinwort v. Comptoir National D' Escompte 
de Pa ‘ene, [1894] 2 Q. B. 157 
Bee also Bill of 2 


BP ag eee of Scotland vy. oye a APP., 8.3, 615 
Bills a of Bachan eS ase Lee 
pret RT Act, 1882, ss. 2 —Behol ‘ough, | 
4. B and agent—Unsuthorized borrowin agent— | COMPANY— 
Benefit of signed by sostantiion-—Aleieed i | 


1. Bill of exchange—Liability of officer—Name of company— 


in first instalment—Tender of amount actually due—Seizure— Billy 
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~ Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. é Se ss. 41, 42,—*Nassaw 
ye Tyler, Q.3.D., 70 L, T. 3 
tal_ Reduction —Ceasing to trede—Distribution of assets 
smart lholders—Companies Acts, 1867, s. 11, and 1877, s. 3.— 
* Wallasey Brick and Land Co., Re, CH.D, KEKEWIOH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 
415 
3. Capital—Reduction—Discontinuance of part of business— 
Shares—Cancellation—Com — Acts, 1867, s. 9, and 1877, ss. 3, 
4.—British and American Trustee Corporation v. ‘Couper, B.L., 63 
L. J. Ch. 425 
4. Capital—Reduction—Evidence.—Tyne Dock Land Co., Re, 
OH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 602 
5. Cnet ae of part of paid-up ole gi of 
capital unrepresented by available assets—Excess of income — 
expenditure—Right of directors to declare dividends—Com 
‘Act, 1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c. 26), s. 3.—*Verner v. General a Com~ 
mercial Investment Trust, app., [1894] 2 Ch. 239; 63 L. J. Ch. 456; 
70 L. T. 516 
6. en ee ee Acts, 1862, s. 67 ; 
1867, s. 11; and 1877, s. 4.—Leicester Mortgage Co., Re, OH.D. 
STIRLING, J., 8.J. 531, 564 
7. Chairman-—General meeting—Dissolution of meeting by chair- 
man—Power of chairman over meeting. — National Dwellings 
Society v. Sykes, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 601 
8. Contract—Application for shares—Underwriting contract. — 
| Oyster Co., Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 8,J. 459 
9, Debenture—Charge on undertaking —Covenant to pay prin- 
cipal a at future date—Default in payment of interest—Order for 
winding up—Debenture-holders entitled to judgment d 
their rights. — Wallace v. Universal Automatic Machines Co., CH.D. 
KEKEWIOH, J., W.R. 428; 70 L. T. 497 
10. Debenture—Name left blank—Equitable charge—Statute of 
Frauds.— Queensland Land and Coal Co., Re, Davis v. Martin, CH.D. 
NORTH, J., 8.J. 579; W.R. 600 
11. Debenture-holders—Power to compromise debts --Majority 
binding minority—Estoppel—Indemnity.—* Mercantile, &c., General 
Trust Co. v. River Plate, &c., Agency Co., CH.D. ROMER, J., 63 L. J. 
Ch. 366 
12. Debenture-holders’ action—Practice—Preservation of pro- 
perty—Receiver—Order to create first charge—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 
16, r. 9.—Greenwood v. Algesiras Railway Co., APP., [is9s] 2 Ch. 
205 
13. Directors—Misfeasance—Breach of trust—Statutes of limita- 
tion—Trustee Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 59), ss. 1 (3), 8—Com- 
— ah rr up) Act, 1890, s. 10.—*Zands Allotment Co., Re, 
11 Gh. 616; 63 L. J. Ch. 291 
vat! bgg be Ee a shares— rof members—Entry 
of director aname therein after notice o —Whaut con- 
stitutes a ser —Restibantiels —Cesseacian , 1862, ss. 25, 35. 
— Printing Falegra ph and Construction Co. of Agence Havas, Re, 
Cammell, Ex ny “rP., 8.J. 437; 70 L. T. 705 
15, Practice— Costs—Stay of fea ee gp against com- 
pany in voluntary eo lication at chambers—Jurisdic- 
tion—Companies Act, 1862, ss. 138—Judicature Act, 1890, s. 5. 
—Freeman v. General Publiohtng Co, @.B.D., 8.5. 532; W.R. 539 ; 
[1894] 2 Q. B. 380 
16. Practice—Leave to appeal—Pereon not a party—Compan 
Act, — 8. 124,.—Securities Insurance Co., Re, aPp., 6.J. 437: 


WR. 4 
tus—Articles of association—Uncalled ee 
Abecetion @ articlee—Companies Acts, 1862, ss. 16, 50; 1879, 
—*Malleson v. National Insurance, &c., Co., OH.D. NORTH, Hag 
art Wi ding Co t—Contributory—Subecribing 
18. Win up—Contrac tributory ing memo- 
randum—Application for shares individual in name of firm— 
Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. o. 89), 8. 23.—Glory Paper 
Mills Co., Re, OH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 8.J. 649 
19. Winding up—Costs—Official receiver's Instructions 
- brief—Third counsel—Fees for consul Refreshers— 
ies Winding- 2 Rules, 1890, s. 78—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, 
a4 "Oy, 48, Appendix Part. 1, r. 81,.—Anglo-Austrian " Printing 
and Publishing Oo., Re, OH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 8.J, 513 


20. Winding up—Debenture— ties in issue of—Articles 
of association of oa vies v. Bolton & Co., OH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 8.J. 650 


21. Winding up —Debenture-holder—Forecloss on 
uncalled capital.—Sadler v. Worley, OH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., W.R. 476 ; 
[1894] 2 Oh. 170; 70 L. T. 494 

22. Winding u alee 8 action—Receiver— t 
of securities un rtgage Debenture Aots, 1865 and 1870— 

J uriediotion Withdrawal oft of securitiese— of Land nl Reguty 
—Mortgage Debenture Act, 1865 (28 & 29 o. 78 41 
43, 45, 46—Mortgage Debentare 1870 (33 & 34 hot. ©. 20), as. 
+8 .— Someredt v. Lands Securities Co,, OH.D. WRIGHT, J., B,J, 602 ; 





23. Winding up—Director’s qualification to 
act director.— Ht Copper C., Re, APP., W. 593 ; 63 
L. J. Gh. 900; 70 L100 
for a wiring. nignation before time expired.—Bolton & Oo., Re, 
Salisbury’s case, CH.D. WRIGHT, J., $.J. 547 

25 up—Distress for rent accrued since winding up— 


s. 163. ieee & Factories of 
NORTH, J., hgh = 410; TOL tos 
Wi 


27. inding up—Official 
intel At ee mie wp) Ast, 1800 (03 ae 
Corp be yg “2: = True toa ane 
. VA + 85. R002; 
63 L. J. Ch. 513; 70 L. T. 626 


aw 
na cveliounsabetiaigedes ce se 


say tie Pes e re aera a W.R. 585; 
Ch 349 


\ eee 

of affai to submit—Non-compliance with order—Oom- 
(Winding-up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 7.—Colum- 

Sin n Gold Mines, Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., §.J. 478; W.R. 


oO. W Practice— Supervision Additional liquidator 
BR a, Baa ig yl eat euauhiics 2° OE abe 


Hampshire Land Co., Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 
W.R. 601 


31. Winding up—Practice—Supervision order—Necessity for 

investigation Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), ss. 115, 
138, 151.—Zand Securities Co., Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 
8.J. 459; aa 


Allotment—Contri- 
bey al at septs of application oy oe shares—Communication to 
clerk in secretary's office.—Brewery Assets Corporation, Re, CH.D. 
vane 8.J. 602 ~ os ‘at 

33. Winding up—Scheme of arrangement—Transfer of assets 
liabilities to new compan “Cotingeat by —Proof of debt— 
Joint-Stock Com: (33 & 34 Vict. c. 
104), s. 2.—Midland A ye, dc., Co., Re, Craig’s case, CH.D. WRIGHT, 
Tey Rg 618 ; W.R. 622 
up—Voluntary wore le paar Se ngee coe a 


Jur 25 & 96 View. 60), ool (Winding xp) ) aot 
Cc. » & 
1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 1, sub-section 4; & aban 


S's Se ccbvecclinns 1, Sodio Steves #¥e Bitater Go. Re, CH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., W.R. 504; [1894] 2 Ch. 344; 63 L. J. Ch. 
397 ; 70 L. T. 625 


a. sion Companiee (Winding up) cy 1 g00 (68 © 54 Viet « 


63), s. 15.—*Stock and Share Banking Co., Re, cH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, 1894 1 Reese 

pn ting— 
Outide (Winding to) he, Te Act, = mo is -4 “ 
Vict. c. - 


mee Tron “and Steel “¢Compani Re, CH.D. Winding-ap a tx 6 
See also Coane an Oe ee 


Scotch law—Arbitration—Reference to unnamed arbitrators— 
Locus solutionis—Arbitration Act, 1889, s. 4.—Hamiyn v. Tolisker 
Distillery, 4.L., [1894] A. C. 202 


Publication of ex parte statements in an action—Injuncticon.— 
*Coats v. Chadwick, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 328 


CONVEYANCING ACTS— 
See Infant, 4, 5; Landlord and Tenant, 1 ; Trustee, 1 


COPYHOLD— x omnia 
or steward—Action of Pre mee to recover Poon quousywe— 






Statute of Limitations—Cause of to come in and 
be admitted. —Zecclesiastical Commissioners v. Parr, arp., WR. 561 
OWT eH 
of Art) Act, £862 (25 & 96 Viet. 0. 68), 8 1. -—- 
Palas On APP GR. 404; rises) Ch. 1; 83 417; 70 


8 * 79 eee 
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2. Painting — Representation by tableaux vivants— Sketches 
therefrom — Fine Arts Copyright Act, 1862, ss. 1, 2.— Han/fstaengl v. 
Empire Palace Co. (No. 2), APP. $.J. 616; 63 L. J. Ch. 452 

See also Vendor and Purchaser, 4 


CORPORATION— 

1. Borough funds—Misapplication—Mayor’s salary, addition to 
—Subsidy to college Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, ss. 143, 
144—Cardiff Corporation Act,. 1884, s. 32.—Attorney-General v. 
Cardiff Corporation, CH.D. ROMER, J., [1894] 2 Ch. 337; 70 L. T. 591 

2. Bye-law—Reasonableness—Prohibition of violent outcry . to 
the annoyance of the inhabitants—Proof of annoyance of a single 
inhabitant.—ZJnnes v. Newman, Q.B.D., 8.J. 492; W.R. 573; 70 
L. T. 689 

3. Election law—Mayor of borough—Salary attached to office— 
Candidate voting for himself—Chairman giving first and casting 
vote—Disqualification—Municipal Corporations Act, 1882 (45 & 46 
Vict. c. 50).—* Nell v. Longbottom, Q.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B. 767; 63 
L. J. Q. B. 490; 70 L. T. 499 

See also Election Law, 3; Highway, 3; Libel, 1; Mortmain; 

Vendor and Purchaser, 1 


COUNTY COURT— 

1. Costs—Action remitted to county court—Scale C—County 
Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), s. 65.—Keeble v. Bennett, @.B.D., 
8.J.°547; W.R. 539; [1894] 2 Q. B. 329 

2. Interpleader—Money deposited in court by claimant—Pay- 
ment out—County Courts Act, 1888, s. 156—County Court Rules, 
ne Form 187.— Haddowe v. Morton, app., 63 L. J. Q..B. 431; 70 

. 470 

3. Jurisdiction—County court having powers of High Court— 
Winding up of company in county court—Writ of fi. fa. addressed 
to the sheriff of the county—County cvurt officers—Companies 
(Winding up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 1—Rules under the 
Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, r. 20.—*Bassett’s Plaster Co., 
Re, Q.B.D., [1894] 2 Q. B. 96; 70 L. T. 658 

4. Jurisdiction—Remitted action—Unliquidated damages—In- 
dorsement of amount of claim on writ—County Courts Act, 1888, 
8. 65.—Bassett v. Tong, Q.B.D., [1894] 2 Q. B. 332 

5. Practice—Appeal from county court—Absence of judge’s note 
—Cost of shorthand notes—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. 
c. 43), s. 121—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 59, rr. 8, 17.—Barber v. Burt, 
Q.B.D., W.R. 572 

6. Practice—Default summons—Service out of jurisdiction— 
Affidavit—Defendant not domestic or menial servant—Omission to 

unty Courts Act, 1888, ss. 74, 86—County Court Rules, 
1889, rr. 9a, 10; Appendix, Form 14a.—Gordon v. Evans, APp., 63 
L. J. Q. B. 329 

7. Practice—Judge’s note—When judge is bound to take note— 
County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), ss. 120, 121.—Reg. 
v. Kerr, 2.B.D., 70 L. T. 595 

8. Prohibition — Jurisdiction — Arbitration — Award — County 
court—Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883, s. 24.—*Farquharson v. 
Morgan, aPrp., 63 L. J. Q. B. 474 

9. Solicitor—Right of audience—‘“‘ Solicitor acting generally in 
the action or matter ”—Solicitor managing clerk acting on behalf 
of his principals—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), s. 
72.—Reg. v. Snagge, 2.B.D., 8.3. 565; W.R. 603 

See also Industrial Society 


CRIMINAL LAW— 

_1. Carnal knowledge of oy between the ages of thirteen and 
sixteen years—Incitement by the girl to the commission of the 
offence—Prosecution of girl—Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885 
(48 & 49 Vict. c. 69), s. 5,—*Reg. v. Tyrell, 0.0.8, [1894] 1 Q. B. 


2. Extradition—Production of stolen property under subpena 

duces tecum—Detention for purposes of trial abroad—Order for 

—Extradition Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 52), 

s. 9—11 & 12 Vict. c. 44, 8. 5.—* Reg. v. Lushington, Otto, Ex parte, 
@B.D., 70 L. T. 412 

3. False pretences—Form of indictment.— eq. v. Sowerby, C.0.R., 

W.R. 606 ; [1894] 2 Q. B. 173; 63 L. J. M. C. 136 


[econ ese) 
DIVORCE— 4 


1. Alimony—Permanent maintenance—Release of past aud future’ 
payments—Consideration.—* Underwood v. Underwood, app., [1894] 
P, 204; 63 L. J. P. D. & A. 109; 70 L. T. 390 

2. Maintenance of children—20 & 21 Vict. c. 85. s. 35—22 & 23 
Vict. c. 61, s. 4.—Thomasset v. Thomagset, aPp., §,J, 630 


3. Permanent maintenance — Partnership profits — Undrawn 
profits—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, s. 32—Matrimonial Causes © 
Act, 1866.—Hanbury v. Hanbury, app., W.R. 434; 63 L. J. P, D, | 


& A. 105; 70 L. T. 569 


4. Practice — Evidence — Cross-examination — Right of co- : 
respondent to cross-examine respondent.—Allen v. Allen, APP., — 


8.J. 456 ; W.R. 549; 63 L. J. P. D. & A. 78 

5. Queen’s Proctor—Intervention after decree nisi— Wifé tharged 
with adultery—Application of adulterer to intervene —Dijvorce Act, 
1857, s. 28.—*Carew v. Carew, P.D. & A.D., 63 L. J. P. Ds & A. 74 


6. Settlement—Variation—Power to wife to appoint on second ~ 
marriage—Divorce Act, 1859, s. 5.—Pollard v. Pollard, P.D. & A.D., 7 


[1894] P. 172; 68 L. J. P. D. & A. 104 
7. Wife’s costs—Regi ’s report—Comparison of respective 
incomes of husband and wife—Discretion—Rules and Re tions 


in Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, r. 158.—*Allen v.. Allen, APP., © 


70 L. T. 326 
8. Wife’s petition—Adultery—Decree nisi—Subsequent condona- 


tion—Intervention—Adultery subsequent to condonation— Practice ~ 
Rogers v. Rogers, P.D. & A.D., [1894] P. 161; 68 L. J. | 


—Costs.— 
P. D. & A. 97; 70 L. T. 699 


ECCLESIASTICAL LAW— 
Faculty—Chancel screen gates—Discretion of ordinary.—St. 


Andrew, Romford (Rector) v. All persons having an interest, CONSI8~ ~ 


TORY COURT, [1894] P. 220 


ELECTION LAW— 
1. Parliament—Borough vote—Registration of voters—Nature 
of qualification—Successive occupation—Power to amend claim— 





Parliamen and Municipal Registration Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. 
c. 26), s. 28 (2), (12), (13).—*Hurcum v. West Ham (Town Clerk), 
App., 63 L. J. Q. B. 306; 70 L. T. 505 


2. Parliament—Franchise—Registration of voters—Notice of © 


objection—Service—‘“‘ Ordinary course of post” —6 & 7 Vict. c. 18, 
s. 100.—*Kemp v. Wanklyn, apr., 70 L. T. 478 
3. Parliament — Registration — Inhabitant occupier — Rating — 
Parliamentary istration Acts, 1867, s. 3 (2) (3), s. 26; and 
1884, s. 9 (9)—Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, ss. 9, 32.— 
*Palmer v. Wade, 2.B.D., 70 L. T. 407 
See also Corporation, 3 


EXECUTOR— 

1. Administration—Executors carrying on business after death 
of testator—Indemnity—Default by executors —Creditors.—Kidd, 
Re, Kidd v. Kidd, c#.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R, 571; 70 L. T. 648 

2. Broker—Securities payable to bearer—Default of broker— 
Liability of co-executors.—*Gasquoine, Re, Gasquoine v. Gasquoine, 
App., 63 L. J. Ch. 377 

See also Probate, 1 


FISHERY— 

Freshwater fishery—Water bailiff—Right to prosecute without 

the authority of board of conservators— on Fisheries Act, 

1861 (24 & 25 Vict. c. 109), s. 8—Fisheries Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. 

c. 37), 8. 13.—Pollock v. Moses, 9.B.D., 63 L. J. M. C. 116; 70 ks. Ze 
378 


FRAUDS, STATUTE of— 

1. Verbal promise—Indemnity or guarantee—Statute of Frauds, 
8. 4.—Guild v. Cunrud, APP., 8.3. 579 : 

2. Voluntary assignment—Leaselholds—Mortgage by assignee— 
Resulting trust—Purol evidence as to intention—Statute of Frauds 
(29 Car. 2, c. 3), ss. 7, 8.—Marlborough semy Re, Davis v. White- 
lead, C.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 456; [1894] 2 Ch. 133; 63 L. J. 
Ch. 471 





4. Obstruction of highway—Conviction—Right to new trial— 
Evidence—Map ann to inclosure award—Admissibility of, to | 
show boundaries of bighway.—Reg. v. Berger, 2.B.D., W.R. 541; 
[1894] 1Q B. 823 

5. Uttering counterfeit coin after previous conviction— What | 
amounts to ious convicticn inage Offences Act, 1861 (24 & | 
/ % Viet. c. 99), ss. 9, 12.—Reg. v. Blaby, 0.0.2., W.B. 511; [1894] 2 | 

Q ytabert 63 L. J. M. C. 133 


also Animal; Bankruptcy, 9 


See also Company, 10; Vendor and Purchaser, 6, 8 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY— 
1. Disputes—Arbitration—Friendly Societies Act, 1875, 8. 22.— 
Stone v. Liverpool Marine Society, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 471 
2. Steward withholding moneys of the society—Proceedings— 


Friendly Societies Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 60), 8. 16.—Reg. v. 
Bennett, @B.D., 8.3. 532 
See also Bankruptcy, 21 
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1. Agent a to make bets—Baployment of agent to bet 
for principal—Action for money had and ‘received—Gaming Act, 
1892 (55 Vict. c. 9), s. 1.—*De Mattos v. Benjamin, @.B.D., 70 L. T. 
560 


2. Keeping a place for the purpose of betting—Act for the Sup- 
pression of Retting Howses, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 119), ss. 1, 3.— 
*Bond v. Plumb, Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 405 


GUARANTEE— 
Joint contractor—Cheque—Judgment on cheque—Action on 
rantee against other joint .contractor—Res judicata.— Wegg- 
osser v. Evans, Q.B.D., [1894] 2 Q. B. 101; 70 L. T. 661 
See also Bankruptcy, 23; Frauds, Statute of, 1 


HACKNEY CARRIAGE— 
Omnibus—Licence—‘‘ Plying for hire’”’—No charge for crrriage 
of passengers—Towns Police Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 
89), s. 46—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c, 55), s. 171— 
Towns Police Clauses Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 14), 8. 4.—Cocke v. 
Mayner, Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 403 


HARBOUR— 

Discharge of rubbish on shore of navigable river—Tendency to 
injure or 0 ct navigation—‘‘ Any other persons whatsoever ”’— 
Harbours Act, 1814 (54 Geo. 3, c. 159), s. 11.—United Alkali. Co. 'v. 
Simpson, Q.B.D.,,W.R. 509; [1894] 2 Q. B. 116; 63 L. J. M. C. 
141 

See also Poor Law, 6 


HIGHWAY— 

1. Encroachment—Conviction—Defect—11 & 12 Vict. c. 43— 
Question of title—Certiorari—Highway Act, 1864 (27 & 28 Vict. c. 
101), s. 5t.—Reg. v. Bradley, Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 379 

2. Rating — Exemption — Liability to repair ratione tenure— 
Extinction of liability—Determination of exemption—Highway 
Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 50), s. 33.—Heath v. Weaverham Over- 
seers, Q.B.D., W.R. 478 ; [1894] 2 Q. B. 108; 70 L. T. 729 

3. Repair—Corporation—Nonfeasance—Damages—Nova Scotia, 
Law of.—* Pictou (Municipality) v. Geldert, P.c., 63 L. J. P. C. 37 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL— 

Child living in house resided in by prostitutes—Order for re- 
moval to industrial school—Right of private m to apply for 
order—Industrial Schools Act, 1866 (29 & 30 Vict. c. 118), s. 14— 
Elementary Educstion Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 79), s. 183—In- 
dustrial Schools Acts Amendment Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 15), 
8s. 1.— Walker v. Laxton, 0.B.D., 70 L. T. 690 


INDUSTRIAL SOCIETY— 

Winding up—County court—Winding up pending on the Ist of 
January, 1894—Order for examination of officers—Jurisdiction— 
Industrial and Provident Societies Acts, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 45), 
8. 17, and 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 39), ss. 58, 59—Companies (Wind- 
ing-up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 10—County Court Rules, 
1892, r. 146.—Ferndale Industrial Co-operative Society, Re, Q.B.D., 
W.R. 430; [1894] 1 Q. B. 828; 70 L. T. 448 


INFANT— 

1. Ante-nuptial settlement—After-acquired pro 
—Coverture—Affirmation.—Hodson’s Settlement, 
Knight, on.D. ontrry, J., 8.5. 457; W.R. 531 

2. Contract—Contract for benefit of infant—Unfair contract— 
Agreement relieving railway company from liability for negligence. 
—-Flower v. London and North-Western Railway Oo., apr, W.R. 519; 
[1894] 2 Q. B. 65 

3. Contract of service—Agreement not to sue employer under the 
Employers’ Liability Act, 1880—Beunefit’ of infant.—Clements v. 
“yr and North-Western Railway Co., Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 531; App., 

J. 562 

4. Maintensauce—Coutingent interest—Intermediate income— 
Will—Conveyancing Act, 1881, 8. 43.—Holford, Re, Holford v. 
~ dale CH D. CHITTY, J., 70 L. T. 482; app., 8J. 512; W.R. 

5. Muintenanoe—Legavy—. tion—Right to income—Con- 
veyaucing Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Viot. o. 41), s. 43.—*Clements, Re, 
Clements v. Pearsall, 0#.D. CHITTY, J., [1894] 1 Ch. 665; 63 L. J. 
Ch. 326; 70 L. T. 682 

See also Will, 3 


INJUNCTION— 


Fraud—Imitation—Omnibus.—London General Omnibus Co. v. 
Turner, OH.D, CHITTY, J., 8,J. 457 


y—Covenant 


e, Williams v. 





peat) ‘DIGEST. 
GaMING— INLAND REVENUE— 


1. Account stamp duty—Gift within of death—Inland 
Revenue Acts, 1881, s. 38, and 1893, s. 11.—Atlorney-General v. 
Booth—a.B.D , 63 L. J. Q. B. 356 


2. Income tax—Com for money—Expenses—De- 
ductions.— Texas fate pron | Mortgage Co. v. Holtham,-Q.B.D., 63 
L. J. Q. B. 496 


3. Account stamp duty—Voluntary settlement of freeholds— 
Trust for sale—Conversion of 7 § bare to stamp duty— 
Customs an’ Inland Act, 1881 (44 Vict..c. 12), s..38, sub-section 2 
(c)—Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1889 (52 Vict. c. 7), s. 11.— 
Attorney-General v. Dodd, Q.B.D., W.R, 524; [1894] 2 Q. B. 150; 
63 L. J. Q. B. 319; 70 L. T. 660 


4. Income tax—Short loans for eee buying for cash— 
Interest on—Right to deduct in ts and guins—Tncome 
Tax Act, 1842 5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 100, sched. ., case 1, rr. 1 


and 3.—Anglo-Continental Guano Works v. Bell, @B.D., 70 


L. T. 670 
5. Probate duty— duty—Identity of legatees by reference 
to will of meat firs ma pe Act, 1815 (55 Geo. 3, c. 184), s. 


37—Stamp Acts, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 76), s. 4, and 1860 (23 Vict. c. 
15), s. 4—44 Vict. o. 12, 8. 32.—Lord Advocate v. Bogie, H.1., 70 
L. T. 533 

6. Stamp duty—Conveyance or transfer on sale—Railway com- 
pany—Transfer of undertaking—Amal ion.—*Great Western 
Paihoay Co. v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, arp., 63 L. J. Q. B. 
405. 

7. Stamp duty—Cou for interest on foreign loan—Fresh 
coupons issued—Stamp Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 97), s. 48— 
Revenue Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 42), 8. 16.— Rothschild v. Inland 
Revenue Commissioners, @.8.D., W.R. 642; [1894] 2 Q. B. 142; 70 
L. T. 667 

8. Stamp duty—-Medivine—Advertisement to mee Pg 
Act, 1804 (44 Geo. 3, c. 98) sched. B.—Medicines Stamp Act, 181 
52 Geo. 3, c. 150), ss. 1, 2, and Schedule.—Smith v. Mason, Q.B.D., 
(i804) 2 Q. B. 363 


INSURANCE— : ; 
Marine—Freight— Valued a Sha 5 - rates—Fall in freights 
at time policy attached’ — Valuation.—*Maia, The, P.v. & A.D., 


63 L. J. P. D. & A. 69 


INTERPRETATION ACT— 
See ‘Tithe, 2 


JAMAICA, LAW of— 
Compensation —Accommodation works—Statutory officer— Power 
to bind company.— West India Improvement Co. v. Attorney-General 
of Jamaica, P.o. [1894] A: C. 243 


JOINT TES ANCY— 
Severance — Covenant—A fter-acquired 
Hewett v. Hallett OH.D. NORTH, J., 70 L. T. 


.—* Hewett, Re, 


JOINTURE— 

Rent-charge— on rents and profits—Right to have arrears 
raised by sale.—Ham Re, Hambro v. Hambro, CH.D. NORTH, J., 
70 L. T. 684 

JUSTICES— 


1. Jurisdiction — Baker —M Beam and scales—Bread 
Act, 1822 (3 Geo. 4, c. cvi.), as. 8, 9.—Reg. v. Smith, o.B.D., 70 
L. T, 373 

2. Quarter sessions—Adjournment—Appeal—Oosts—Taxation.— 
Midland Railway Co. v. Union, Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 355 

See also Adulteration, 2; Metropolis, 1; Practice, 19 


LANDLORD and TENANT— 

1. Covenant to repair—Breach—Notice to remedy—Cost of 
employing surveyor and solicitor—Liability of under-lessee—Cun- 
veyancing and Law of ceagey om Ss Be ae Ly 
14—Conveyancing and Law of Property 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. 
c. 13), s. 2, sub-section 1.—Nind v. Nineteenth Baldi 

Society, aPp., 8.J. 436; W.R. 481; (1894])2Q.B. 226 
2. Right t acoess of air—Lessor leasee—Derogation from 
grant—Covenant for quiet en t.—Aildin v. Latimer & Cbv., 


CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 458; W.R. 553 
t — Tenancy — Notice— Injunction.— 


*) 


3. Telephone — Agreemen 
*Keith & Co. v. National Telephone Co., OH.D. KEKEWICH, J., [1894] 
2 Ch. 147; 63 L. J, Ch. 373 


LANDS CLAUSES ACT— 
Cos’ 


purchase—Payment of purchase- out 
of court — Re- pyaar pl buildings — 
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Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 Vict. c. 18), ss. 69, 80.—Arden, 
Re, APPp., 70 L. T. 506 


1. Corporation—Special damage—Fair criticism.—*South Hetton 
Coat Co. v. North-Eastern News Association, arp., 63 L. J. Q. B. 
293 
2. , exhibition of—Injunction interlocutory—Evidence of 
cimuae icociian-dadtoues Act, 1873, s. 25 18). —Monson v. 
Hg ge app., [1894] 1 Q. B. 671; 63 L. J, Q. B. 454; 70 
3. Imputation on manager of newspaper—Wilful falsehood— 
‘* Ananias.”— Australian Newspaper Co. v. Bennett, P.c., 70 L. T. 
597 
4. Practice—Payment into court as amends under statute—Lord 
Campbell’s Libel Act (6 & 7 Vict. c. 96), s. 2—8 & 9 Vict. c. 75, 8. 
2—R. 8. C., 1893, ord. 22, r. 22.—*Dunn v. Devon and Exeter Con- 
stitutional Newspaper Co., Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 342; 70 L. T. 593 
5. Priviiege—Interest in making communi¢ation—Absence of in- 
terest in receiving communication—Belief of defendant in common 
interest—Bond fide mistake — Privileged occasion. — Hebditch v. 
MacI lwaine, arp., W.R. 422; [1894] 2 Q. B. 54 
6. Privilege— Privileged occasion—Solicitor acting for client— 
Publication in ordinary course of duty.—* Baker v. Carrick, app., 
[1904] 1 @. B. 838; 63 L. J. Q. B. 399; 70 L. T. 366 
vilege—Solicitor—Letter by solicitor on behalf of client— 
Dictation to shorthand clerk—Copy by copying clerk—Privileged 
occasion.—* Borsius v. Goblet, aPp., [1894] 1 Q. B. 842; 63 J. 
Q. B. 401; 70 L. T. 368 
8. Trade libel — Rival traders— Serenennet— Sinaia. —- 
Mellin v. White, arr., 8.J. 457; W.R. 549 


LICENSING LAW— 
1. Licence—Renewal—General annual licensing meeting —Pro- 
ceedings where no notice of opposition—Grounds of objection— 
Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), s. 42—Licensing Act, 
= cis an c. 49), 8. 26.—Daykin v. Parker, Q.3B.D., W.k. 
1894] 2 Q. B. 273; 63 L. J. M. C. 112 
Renewal— Quarter sessions—Appeal—Adjournment 
—Licensing Act, 1828, ss. 9, 27.—Zvans, Ex parte, u.1., 63 L. J. 
M. C. 81 
3. “ Permitting drunkenness ”— Knowledge — Licensing Act, 
1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), s. 13.—*Somerset v. Wade, Q.B.D., 63 
L. J. M. C. 126; 70 L. T. 452 
4. Public-house—Justices—Wine, &c., Act, 1869, ss. 8, 19—Wine, 
&c., Act, 1870, s. 7—Licensing Act, 1872, 8. 42—Licensing Act, 
1874, s. 26.—(orman, Ex parte, H.1L., 63 L. ‘J. M. C. 84 
5. Public-house—Former conviction of licensee—Jurisdiction— 
Beerhouse Act, 1840, s. 7—Wine (Refreshment) Act, 1860, s. 22— 
Act, 1872, s. 50—Inland Revenue Act, 1880, s. 43—Reg. 
v. Roper, Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 409 


LIMITATIONS, STATUTES of— 

1. Creditor holding bonds as security for loan—Special agree- 
ment.—McHenry, Re, Barker, Ex parte, McDermot v. Boyd, CH.D. 
NorTH, J., 8.J. 478 ; W.B. 491 ; a. 8.J. 616 

2. Will—Legacy charged usively on contingent reversiona 
interest in real estate—‘‘ Present right to receive the ae 
Remedy of legatee—Sale or foreclosure—Real Property Limitation 
Act, 1874 (57 & 38 Vict c. 57), 8. 8.— Owen, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 

617 


LIS PENDENS— 
Personal estate—The Judgments Act, 1839, s. 7 (2 & 3 Vict. c. 
11 & 31 Vict. c. 47, 5. 2 (“ Vacation of Registration ”’).— 


igram v. Buckley, CH.D. CHITTY, 3., 8.J. 438 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 


1. County council—J ustices’ clerk—Salary —Non-quarter sessions 
commission of Local Government Act, 
1888, s. 84.—Cornwall County Council v. Truro Town Council, 
She oie lands and buildings—Expenses 
2. engine—Owner of x in- 
curred for use of fire engine—Town Police Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & 
11 Vict. c. 89), s. 33—Public Health Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 63) 
—Local Government Act, 1858 (21 & 22 Vict. c. 98)—Public Health 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55).—*Sale v. Phillips, @.3.D., 70 L. T. 


559 

3. Bates — Lig!  rate— Coal mines —‘ Land ”—* Property 
other than and Watching Act, 
1833 (3 & 4 wil. 4c 90), 8. 33.—T . Briercliffe Overseers, 
arr., W.R. 400; [(1894]2Q B. 11; 63 L. J. "MC. 13 

4. River—Pollation— Ancient sewers—Rivers Pollution Preven- 


METROPOLIS— 





tion Act, 1876, ss. +S 10, 20.—Yorkshire West Riding County 


Council v. Holmfirth Local 

5. ‘* Sewer ”’—Pipe recei 
Public Health Act, 1875 ie (ere 2 
Uttley, 2.B.D., W.R. 461 


LUNACY— 
1. Maintenance—Wife of lunatic—Execution creditor.— Winkle, 
Re, twn., 8.J. 455; W.R. 513; 70 L. T. 710 


Board, @.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 485 


ict. c. 55), 8. 4.—Travis vy, 


2. Settlement—Tenant for life incapable of meng, his affairs 
e—Jurisdiction ~ 
ict. c. 5), ss. 116, 120, 128, 7 


-—Person appointed to act—Exercise of p _ of 
to make order—Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 
—X——, Re, tun., §.J, 511 


MARKET— 


Partnership association—Disturbance—‘‘ Dwelling-place, shop, : 
or place of business ”’—Injunction—Markets and Fairs Clauses | 


Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. (ia uae 1 sarees ac of) v. Foster, 
CH.D. ROMER, J., 70 L. T. 3 


MARRIED WOMAN— 
1, Administration—Appointment—General power—Liability of | 
appointed fund—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, ss. '?) 


(@). 4.—Ann, Re, Wilson v. Ann, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 63 L. J. Ch 


7 Bankruptcy—Se 
Act, 1882, s. 1 (5).—*Helsby, Re, Helsby, Ex parte, BKCY., 63 
Q. B. 261 

3. Practice—Conveyance by wife—Application to dispense with 
concurrence of husband—Jurisdiction in Chancery Division—Fines 
and Recoveries Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74), s. 91; Judicature 


Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), ss. 16, 34; Order in Council of the — 
(Ellen), Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 70 © 


16th of December, 1880.—Gi 
L. T. 757 


4. Separate estate—Restraint on anticipation—Arrears of income — 
due after judgment — Liability to execution—Married | 
Women’s Property Ket, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 75), ss. 1, 19.— 7 


Hood-Barrs v. Cathcart (No. 1), APP., S.J. 562 


5. Separate estate—Restraint on anticipation —Sequestration— 


Arrears of rent due after date of order— ried Women’s Pro- 


perty Act, 1882, ss. 1 (2), 19—Married Women’s Property Act, 7 


1893, s. 2.—Lumley, Re, Hood-Barrs v. Cathcart (Nv. 3), CH.D. 
NORTH, J., W.R. 534; 70 L. T. 622; app., §.J. 563 
See also Restraint of Trade ; Will, 16 


MASTER and SERVANT— 4 
1. Concert hall—Keeper—Authority—Care of musical instru- | 
ce—Bailment—Bare licensee.—Neu- | 


meut--Evidence of negligen 
wirth v. Over Darwen Industrial Society, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 290; 
70 L. T. 374 


2. Employer—Liability—Wrongful act of servant — Scope of 
ee v. Christchurch Finance Co., P.0., 63 J. 


3. Wages—Payment to sick and accident club—Deductions— 
Truck Act (1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 37), ss. 3, 4, 23.—Hewlett v. Allen, H.L., — 


8.J. 455 
See also Bailment ; Shipping, 16, 17 


MEDICAL PRACTITIONER— 
inquiry — Personal interest and bias of member of © 
tribunal—“ Professional infamy ’’—Medical Act, 1858 (21 & 22 © 
~° Alison v. General Medical Council, APP., © 


Judicial 


Vict. c. 90), ss. 28, 29. 
[1894] 1 Q. B. 750; 70 L. T. 471 


1. Building—District 
Building completed and | 
to comply— te’s on made in ignorance of the facts— 
Refusal to enforce order and impose penalties— a Build- 
ings Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 122), as. 45-47. 

Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 348 

tinue building begun before esta ent of building line— 

- polls Mos , structure, or erection ’—‘‘ Vacant 
ent Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. 75.—* Wendon 

v. ag Poe 3 ey a Council, app., [1894] 1 Q. B. 812; 63 L. J. M. CO. 

a ' Bedlding | wall—Building Right do 

3. — owner— wn 
party wall—Duty to rebuild with reasonable despatch Se ee 
—Negli of contractor— Delay — Building owner's 
liability —Metrc 


* aig Baer gc en ed 





of two or more houses— | 


te trading—Married Women’s Sty 


r’s suiiticn ow oma | 
iene making of magistrate’s s order | 


allen v. Lister, ~ 


2. Building—General line of pers a Right of owner to con- | 
und ”—Metro- | 


in rebuilding— 
litan Building "act, ay & 19 Vict. c. 122), 7 
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& 19 Vict. c. 122), ss. 9, 10, 27 (r. 4).—*Holland v. Wallen, Q.B.D., 


70 L. T. 376 
5. Footway—Paving— iring in sections—A owners. 
—* Paddington Vestry v. North Metropolitan Railway Con Q.B.D., 63 
L. J. Q. B. 316 


6. Jurisdiction—Local authority—Repair of carriage road— 
‘* Neces Ree se of repair ’’—Recovery of expenses 
—Metropo nagement Amendment Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. . 
66), 8. aay tee Wandsworth Board of Works, app., [1894] 2 
Q.. B.1; 63 L. J. M. C. 88 

7. Paving expenses—Land abutting on new street—Owner— 
Land extra commercivm—Cemetery the p of a conumercial 
company and devoted by Act of Podtencat to the purposes of 
burial—Metropolis Management Acts, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), 
ss. 105, 250, and 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. 77.—St. Giles, Cam- 
berwell, Vestry v. London Cemetery Co., @.B.D., W.R. 446; [1894] 1 
Q. B. 699; 70 L. T. 734 

8. Street—Boundary of forecourt less than ibed distance 
from centre—Metropolis Management Acts, 1855, s. 250, and 1878, 
s. 6.—London County Council v. Mitchell, 9.8.D., 63 L. J. M. C. 104 

9, Rating—Exemption—Society instituted for the parposes of 
fine arts—Voluntary contributions—Profits to members—6 & 7 
Vict. c. 36.—Art Union of London v. Savoy Overseers, Q.B.D., 8.J. 459 

10. Street ~Costermongers— Michael Angelo Tay lor’s Act (57 
Geo. 3, c. xxix.), s. 65—Streets (Metropolitan) aes, 1867 (30 & 31 
Vict. c. 134}, s. 6, and (31 Vict. c. 5), s. pmo ge Act, 
cad nad ct & 53 Vict. c. 63), s. 33—Inconsistent enactments—Im +. 

ag ght v. St. Mary, Newington, Vestry, app., 63 L. J. 

369: ; 70 L. T. 509 

11. Street improvementse—Power of vestry to take land and 
houses compulsorily—Power to take part of a house—Injunction— 
57 Geo. 3, c. xxix., ss. 80, 82.—Gordon v. St. Mary A , Ken- 
sington, Vestry, Q.B.D., 8.J. 580 

12. Temporary structure—Licence—Structure exposed for sale— 
Metropolis Management and Building Acts (Amendment) Act, 
1882 (45 Vict. c. 14), 8. 13.—Zondon County Council v. Humphreys, 
Q.B.D., §.J. 632 

See also Hackney Carrifige. 


MORTGAGE— ai Aasgn - 

1. Consolidation —Redemption— ment of mort to = 

rson. —Pledge v. Carr, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 620; fiso4 94] 2 
328; 70 L. T. 586 

2. Equity of redemption assigned—Consolidation —Redemption. 
—Minter v. Carr, CH.D. ROMER, J., W.R. 619; [1894] 2 Ch. 321 ; 
70 L, T. 583 

3. Fixture—Trade fixture—Removability—Third party.—Gough 
v. Wood, arp., W.R, 469; [1894] 1 Q. B. 713 

4, Priorities—Annuity— ivership deed —Notice.—*Cradock v. 
Scottish Provident Institution, appr., 70 L. T. 718 

See also Bill of Sale, 6, 7; Shipping, 14; Solicitor, 13 ; Surety 


MORTMAIN— i 
Corporation stock—Charge on borough fun aes revenues 
of landed property—Pure nalty.—* Pickard, Elmsiley v. 
Mitchell, o8=.D. NORTH, J., [1894] 2 Ch. 88; 70 L. T. 395 


NLW SOUTH WALES, LAW of— 

1, Caveat—Lapse—Waiver—26 Vict., No. 9, s. 23.—Wilson v. 
McIntosh, P.0., 70 L. T. 536 

2. Mortgage —lKegistration—Notice.—S; pod &c., Land Invest- 
ment Association v. Lyons, P.0., [1894] A. 

3. Trade-mark—Re; ration =< Veena denlanialiiabieil Starch 
Manufacturing Oo. v. Munn’s Patent Maizena and Starch Co., P.O., 
[1894] A. O, 275 


NUISANCE— 

1, Bye-law — Noise in streets—Annoyance of inhabitants—Proof. 
—Innes v. Newman, Q.B.D., [1894] 2 Q. B. 292 

2. Electri st lighting risoldes Teale Neb and vibra- 
tion—Strac damage—Injunction— Quia timet action 
—City of London Electric ting (Brush) Order, 1890, s. 82— 
Electric Lighting Orders Confirmation (No. 15) Act, 1890 (33 & 54 
Vict. c. cexxxix.), 8. 81—Electric Lighting Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 
56)—Electric Lighting Act, 1 52 Vict. co. 12).—Meux 
Brewery Co. v. City of London les Lighting Co., CH.D, KEKE- 
WIoH, J., 70 L. T. 763 

3, Injunction—Noise—Acts of several persons.—Lambton v. 
Mellish, CH.D. CHITTY, J., §.J. 647 

4, Local sanitary authority — tem—F looding— Damage 
—Negligence — Public Health Act, 1875 Derby & 39 Vict. 0. 55), as. 15- 
19, bie eed 8 Derby Brewery Oo, v. Derby (Mayor), CH.D, ROMER, 

” 583 

ge Summons—Form—Service—Summons addressed to owner of 
premises without naming him — Jurisdiction — Public Health 





(London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 76), s. 120, sub-section (4); 

8. 128, sub-section (1).— Reg. v. Mead, 0.B.D., W.R. 442 

owners—Trees bour’s 

_&; Teoase-Adiining owner of brentaet- Ne oblions 

tion on part of owner of land to give notice to owner of trees— 

Injunction—Damages.—Lemmon v. Webb, OH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 63 
L. J. Ch. 421; app., 70 L. T. 712 

See also Public Health, 3 . 


PARTITION — 
Party wall—Tenants in common. —*Mayfair Property Co. v. 

Johnston, CH.D, NORTH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 399 L. T. 485 
See also Practice, 4 


mee Banking firm—N Deposst note—Lésbili 
1. firm—Novation— note— of deceased 
partner's estate.—Head, Re, Head v. Head, Tester’ cass, 2? WR. 
419; [1894] 2 Ch. 236; 70 L. T. 608 
2. Bankrupt ride wa “te joint estate—Proof against 
coparate cotate--Statate— ic, fon ef Vie oh 
tion—Prior estbontee—Bankroptoy Act, 1883 (46 & 4 he oe 


ot (3). Bai tir Cooper v. A CH.D. CHITTY, J., 8.J. 


3. Depost with firm—Payment of interest—Change in partners 
ee duty as to loan to tae me Act, 1888, 
—*Tucker v. Tucker, CH.D. ROMER, J., vo 1 Ch. siete 


ns ee ee ane eer ne 
Act, 1890 (53 & 54 by 3 : 39), s. 35 (a Paw. (No. 1), oH.D. 
aos J., 70 L. T.7 

5. Judgment in pees for 

sufficiency of assets—One 
make good his indebtedness 
Ross v. White, aPp., 8.J. 630 

6. Loss of capltel--Retennesation of surviving partner— Business 
carried on at a loss.—*Aldridge, Re, Aldridge v. Aldridge, CH.D. 
NORTH, J., [1894] 2 Ch. 97; 63 L. J. Ch. 465; 70 L. T. 724 

7. Partner of unsound mind—Action for dissolution—Jnterim 
injunction. - J. v. S., CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 531; W.R. 617; 70 


hg 
- Eis partnre~Proieo that retrng prtoer shoal 


indebted to firm—Lisbility. to 
, ersount — Conte = 
being paid his costs of action.— 


Retired 
debts by continuing partners—Proviso 
net require their t while indewanified Teall autho 
take pete re and —Novation—Proof of.— hens < 
Bradford Banking Co., aPP., [1894] 2 Ch. 32; 63 L. J. Ch. 337; 
TEE stent ninghy tt 

ment ; cy, 14, 15; Divorce, 3; 
et; Practice, 28 


PATENT— 

1, Practice—Petitiou for revocation of—Service out of jurisdic- 
tion.—Kay’s Patent, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 70 L. T. 756 

2, Practice—Revocation—Petition—Coste—Security by respond- 
ent—Puatents Act, 1883, s. 26.—Miller’s Patent, Re, CH.D. KEKE- 
WICH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 324 

3. Practice — Revocation—Petition—Revocation order consented 
to on special —Costs—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks 
Act, 1853 (46 & 47 Vict. c, 57), as. 26, 29 (6).—Rendell’s Patent, Re, 
CH.D. STIRLING, J., 70 L. T. 756 


PERPETUITY— 
See Will, 17, 18, 21 


nt See of—Com: small Evi- 

1. Poison, i i 

dence.—* Pharmaceutial Sone. Dalen OD eS 1d. OB. 300 

2. Poison, sale of containing scheduled poison— 

Pharmacy Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 121), as. 1, 15.—Pharmacen- 
tical Society v. Armson, Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 7 


POOR LAW— 
1. Maintenance of 














exe 








Annual value—Hypothetical tenant—6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 96—25 & 26 





Vict. c. 103.—*Hoyle vy. Oldham Onion Assessment Committee, APP., 
[1894] 2Q. B. 372; 70 L. T. 741 
4. Poor rate—Valuation list—Approval by assessment committee 
. before expiration of statutory outed —Usien Assessment Committee 
Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 103), s. 18- Union Assessment Com- 
mittee Act, 1864 (27 & 28 Vict. c. 39), s. 1.—Reigate Union v. 
South-Eastern Railway Co., 9.B.D., W.R, 586; 70 L. T. 353 
5. Rating—Church rate—Assessment—‘ Full annual rent or 
value ”’—Rateable value.— Rose v. Watson, 2.B.D., W.R. 523; [1894] 
2Q. B. 90; 63 L. J. M. C. 108 
6. Rating—Harbour dues—Occupation of land by commissioners. 
—Blyth Harbour Commissioners v. Tynemouth Union, Q.B.D., [1894] 
2 Q. B. 293; 63 L. J. M. C. 145 
7. Rating—Lighting rate—Coal mines—‘‘ Property other than 
land ”—Lighting and Watching Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 90), s. 
33— Poor Relief Act (43 Eliz. c. 2),s. 1.—Thursby v. Briercliffe- 
cum-Eatwistle, Q.B.D.. 70 L. T. 618 
8. Settlement—Irremovability—Residence apart from parent— 
11 & 12 Vict. c. 111—9 & 10 Vict. c. 66, s..1—Divided Parishes 
Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 61), s. 34.— West Ham Union v. Bethnal 
Green, &c., Churchwardens, H.L., W.R. 573; [1894] A. C. 230; 63 
L. J. M. C. 97 


POWER— 

1. Appointment—Exercise of general power by will—Deuth of 

intee of freehold before testatrix—General devise and bequest 

of all her estate and effects—Intention—Co-heirs of appointor en- 
titled.— Coxzen v. Rowland, CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 568 

2. Appointment—Joint appointment—Revocation by survivor.— 
Harding, Re, Rogers v. Harding, arv., 8.J, 631 

3. Appointment — Power to appoint income — Construction — 
Settlement.—L’Herminier, Re, Mounsey v. Buston, CH.D. NORTH, J., 
a ~ Ch. 675; 63 L. J. Ch. 496; 70 L. T. 727 

also Married Woman, 1; Will, 8 


PRACTICE— 

1. A —Time—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 58, r. 15—R. 8. C., 1893, 
r. 27.--Budgett v. Budgett, apr., §.J. 530 

2. Attachment—Notice of motion—Service—Filing in lieu of 
service—Ord. 42, r. 2—Ord. 67, r. 4.—Bassett, Re, Bassett v. Bassett, 
CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 564 

3. Costs—Habeas corpus—Proceedings on the Crown side of the 
Queen’s Bench Division—Judicature Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 44), 
ss. 4, 5.—Reg. v. Jones, Q.B.D., W.R. 607 ; [1894] 2 Q. B. 382 

4. Costse—Tligher scale—Partition action—R. 8. ©., 1883, ord. 
65, r. 9.—Marriott v. Cobbett, cH.D. CHITTY, J., §.J. 620 

5. Costs—Security—Plaintiff resident abroad — Foreign judg- 
ment—Action on—Defence that judgment obtained by fraud.— 
*Crozat v. Brogden, app., [1894] 2 Q. B. 30; 63 L. J. Q. B. 325; 
70 L. T. 522 

6. Coste—Sequestration—Ord. 42, r. 6—Ord. 43, rr. 6, 7.— 
tsar a Re, Cathcart, Ex parte, app., [1894] 2 Ch. 271; 63 L. J. 

436 

7. Costs — Taxation — Interlocutory order for the payment of 
coste—Interest on costs—Time from which interest runs—1 & 2 
Vict. c. 110, ss. 17, 18, 20—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 42, r. 16.—Taylur v. 
Roe, CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 426; 63 L. J. Ch. 282 

8. Costs — Taxation — Solicitor — Agency fees — Firm having 
common partner—Close copies—Order 65, Appendix N. 119.— 
*Borough Commercial and Building Society, Re, arr., 63 L. J. Ch. 
365 


9. Default of appearance—Payment by defendant after issue of 
writ—Judgment, form of— ity—Setting aside—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 13, r. 3.—* Hughes v. Justin, app., 70 L. T. 365 

10. Di —Action for maintenance—Interrogatories—Tend- 
ing to criminate.— Alabaster v. Harness, Q.8.D., 70 L. T. 375 

11. Discovery—Inspection—Postponement—Question of law to 
be determined—Amendment—Pleadings—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 25, 
r. 2; ord. 31, r. 20.—*Lever y. Land Securities Co., APP., 70 L. T. 
323 

12. Discovery—Interrogatories—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 31, r. 6; 
R. 8. C., 1893, ord. 31, r. 2.—Peck v. Ray, app., 8.J. 475; W.R. 
498 

13. Discovery—Production of documents—Privileged communi- 
cations— Antici litigation.—Collins v. London General Omnibne 
Co., @B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B, 428 

14. Discovery—Witness—Documents produced in witness-box— 
Documents put in en bloc or seriatim—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 39, r. 6. 
—Maplin Sands, Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J, 631 

15. Evidence—Witness called by judge —Cross-examination— 

tt of.—Couleon v. Desborough, app., W.R. 449; [1894] 2 Q. B. 
316; 70 L. T, 617 








16, Injunction — gece injunction — Application by 
defendant in plaintiff's action—No counter —Relief soughi 
by defendant outside scope of plaintiff’s action—Jurisdiction— 
Judicature Act, 1873, ss. 24 (7); 25 (8)—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 50, 
6.—Carter v. Fey, APP., 8.J. 491 

17. Interpleader—District regi urisdiction—Ord. 35, r. 6, 
—* Hood Y: Yates, Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 556 ' 

18. Judgment—Execution—Order to pay money in limited time 
—Sequestration—Jurisdiction of master— . 43, r. 6; ord. 42, 5) 
3; ord. 41, r. 5.—Hulbert v, Cathcart, Q.8.D., 70 L. T. 558 

19. Justices—Case stated—Appeal—Transmission of case to 
wear in Crown Office.—Aspinall v. Sutton, Q.B.D., [1894] 
2 . 349 =: 








20. Lancaster Palatine Court—Order of Court of the Duchy made 


order of High Court—Ex parte application—Costs— 13 & 14 Vict, 
c. 43, 8. aioe ge v. Clarke, CH.D. aire gs Bs rok ie 
21. Liverpool Court of Passage—Appeal—New tri urisdic- 
tion of Court of Appeal—Li 1 Court of Passage Act, 1893 (4 
& 57 Vict. c. 37), 8s, 10.— 
472; [1894] 2 Q. B. 222 
22. Originating summons—Application for delivery up of papers 


by a solicitor—Summons under the Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 1 


Vict. c. 73), s. 37—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 71, r. 1; ord. 64, rr. 4, 45, 


4c, 4d; Appendix K., No. 1b.—Holloway, Re, Pallister, Ex parte, 


are., W.R, 433; [1894] 2 Q. B. 163; 70 L. T. 615 


23. Parties—Beneficiaries—Service—Notice of setting down for | 


further consideration.— Rolfe, Re, Fyson v. Johnson, OH.D. NORTH, J., 
8.J. 457; 70 L. T. 624 


24. Parties—Non-joinder—Co-contractors—Resident within the 
jurisdiction — Right to have co-contractor joined and served— = 


. 8. C., 1883, ord. 16, r. 11.—Rubinson v. Geisel, app., 8.J. 601; 
W.R. 609 


25. Parties—Pauper—Persou suing in forma pauperis—Notice of © 


motion—Necessity for signature of solicitor—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 
16, r. 29—Power te impose costs upon 
*Jacobs v. Crusha, APP., [1894] 2 Q. B. 37; 70 L. T. 524 

26. Parties — Receiver — Judgment — Equitable execution — 
Executor of judgment creditor — Carrying on i 


“« Parties entitied to execution ””—Ord. 17, r. 4; ord. 42, rr. 8, 23. | 


—*Norburn v. Norburn, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. $41; 70 L. T. 411 
27. Purties—Third-party notice—Premature application—Claim 


in plaintiff's own right—Plaintiff also executrix—R. 8. C., 1883, © 
ord. 16, r. 48.—Gilson, Re, Gilson v. Gilson, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R, 


425 ; [1894] 2 Ch. 92; 70 L. T. 728 


28. Partnership, action against—Retired partner—Service—Judg- 
ment—Execution—Ord. 48a, rr. 1, 3, 8.— Wigram v. Cox, Q.B.D., © 


[1894] 1 Q. B. 792; 70 L. T. 656 


29. Payment into court—Oral admission of defendant—Ord. 32, — 


r. 6.—*Beeny, Re, Ffrench v. Sproston, CH.D. NORTH, J., 63 L. J, 


Ch. 312 
30. Payment out of court—Petition—Summons—Will—Con- 


struction—Ord. 55, r. 2, sub-sectiuns 1 and 18.—Hicks, Re, North- ~ 


Eastern Railway Co., Ex parte, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 70 L. T. 529 


31. yp Pa and vexatious action—Striking out . 


statement of claim.—Boyd v. Bischoffsheim, cH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 
648 

32. Pleading—Statement of defence—General denial—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 19, r. 17.—*Adkins v. North Metropolitan Tramwoys Co., 
Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 361 


33. Privy Council—Divorce—Appea!—Special leave.—Le Meunier — 


v. Le Meunier, P.c., [1894] A. C. 283 


34. Privy Council—Libel—Evidence—Setting aside verdict.— — 


Australian Newspaper Cu. v. Bennett, P.c., [1894] A. C. 284 


35. Prohibition — Building society—Winding up— Order of 
London © 


reference—Order of judge discharging his own. order.—. 
Scottish, &c, Building Society, Re, 9.B.D., W.R. 464 

36. Prohibition udicature Act, 1890, ss. 4, 5.—* Reg. v. 
London Justices, aPp.,63 L J. Q. B. 301 

37. Receiver — Equitable execution — Jurisdiction — Judicature 
Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), s. 25, sub-section 8.—Harris v. 


Beauchamp Brothers (No. 2), aPP., W.R, 451; [1894] 1 Q. B. 801; © 


63 L. J. Q. B. 480; 70 L. T. 636 


__ 88. Receiver—Land in Ireland —Discretion of court—Equity | 
against beneficiary requesting breach of trust—Assignment of — 
beneficiary’s interest.—-Bolton v. Curre, OH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J. 


579; 70L. T. 759 


39. Trial—Costs—Reference—Award—Costs of reference—Ord. ~ 
36, rr. 50, 55c.—Patten v. West of England Iron, &c., Co., Q.B.D., 7 


W.R. 522 


40. Trial—Further consideration—Report of official referee—No — 
i based—R. 8. C.,; 


1883, ord. 36, r. 54.—*Fitton’s Estate, Hardy vy. Fitton, CH.D, 8TIR- © 


motion to vary—Evidence on which report was 


oe ek senor pies ae 
41. Trial — Injunction — Inquiry as pges — Nuisance 
Pollution of iocneeoAenlinning cause of action—Chief clerk’s 


son v. Dean, aPp., §.J. 436; WLR, 


ting an indulgence.— © 
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~~ gertificate—Damages sessed down to.—*Hole v..Cherd Union, 
app., 63 L. J. Ch. 469 


42. Writ—Action against foreign firm—“ Carrying on business 
within the jurisdiction ”—Service—R. 8. C., 1883, a4 48a, rr. 1, 
3, 8.—* Worcester City Banking Co. v. Firbank, aPP., [1894] 1Q.B. 
784; 70 L. T. 443 

43. Writ—Indorsement —~Amendment—Writ for service out of 
the jurisdiction—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 11; ord. 28, r. 1.—Holland v. 
Leslie, Q.B.D., §.J. 531; WR. 560 ; [1894] 2 Q. B. 346; App., 
8.J. 578 ; W.R. 577 

44, Writ—Service—Foreign firm—Ord. 48a, r. 1.—Singleton v. 
Roberts & Co., 0.B.D., §.J. 478; 70 L. T. 687 

45. Writ— Special indorsement— Affidavit —Cause of action— 
Ord. 14, rr. 1, 2.—*May v. Chidley, Q.B.D., 68 L. 5. Q. B. 355 

46. Writ - Special indorsement—Judguent § in default of eager 

ance—Payment of sum claimed—Costs—Ord. 13, r. 3.—*Hug 
Justin, app., 63 L. J. Q. B. 417 

47. Writ—S ially-indorsed writ—Lease—Determination of p wad 
notice on forfeiture—Claim for on—Term “ duly 
mined by notice to quit ’’—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 3, r. fhe Puig? 14, 
r. 1.—*Arden v. Boyce, APP., [1894] 1Q. B. 796 ; J. Q. B. 
338; 70 L. T. 480 

"Bee also Ambassador; Arbitration, 1, 2; Company, 12, 19; 

County Court, 5; Divorce, 4; Married Woman, 3; Settlement, 6 


PRINCIPAL and AGENT— 
See Bill of Exchange, 3; Trustee, 3 


PROBATE— 
1. Executor—Misdescription of—Parol evidence as to real inten- 
tion.— Chappell, In the Goods of, P.D. & a.D., 63 L. J. P. D. & A. 95 


2. Lunacy—Person incapable of managing his affairs—Person 
inted with powers of committee—Lunacy Act, 1890, s. 116, 

onb-entittin (1) (d), (2)—Probate Act, 1857, s. 73.—Leese, In the 
Goods of, P.D. & A.D., [1894] P. 160 

3. Will—Obliteration—Words obliterated partly visible—Expert 
evidence—Admissibility—Wills Act, ss. 20, 21.—F finch v. Combe, 
P.D. & a.D., [1894] P. 191; 70 L. T. 695 

4. Will—Onus srobends—Sanpielins circumstances.—T'yrrell v. 
Painton, app., [1894] P. 151; 70 L. T. 453 

5. Will in several papers—Incorporation of unattested docu- 
ments—Identification.— Garnett, In the Goods of, P.D. & A.D., 63 
L. J. P. D. & A. 82 

6. Will iu several papers—Real prope + & in ou country.— 
*Tamplin, In the Goods of, P.D. & a.D., 63 D, & A. 75 


PROHIBITION— 
See Practice, 35, 36 


PUBLIC HEALTH— 

1. Fruit unfit for the food of man—Sale by broker to dealer— 
Condition that dealer shall destroy the unsound portion—Liability 
to seizure in the hands of dealer—Liability of broker to me a 
Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. oc. 76), 8. 47.— 
Reg. v. Dennis, 0.0.R., 8,3. 518; W.R, 587 

2. Looal government—B e-law—Street—New street-—Width— 
Private ways—Public Health Act, 1875, s. 157.—*Gozzett v. 
Maldon Sanitary Authority, Q.B.D., 70 L. T. 414 

3. Nuisance—Summons —Designation of owner of premises— 
‘‘ Notice, order, or other document "—Service of summons—Public 
Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 76), s. 120, sub-section 
4; s. 128, sub-section 1. —* Reg. v. Mead, Q.B.D., [1894] 2 Q. B. 124; 
63 L. J. M. C. 128; 70 L. T. 766 

4, Paving expenses—Allotment of waste lands as turf common— 
Lord of manor subject to rights of co haritable trusts— 
‘“*Owner”—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), as. 4, 
150, 151, 257.—-Christchurch Inclosure Act, Re, Meyrick v. Attorney- 
General, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 8.J, 580 ; W.R. 614 

5. Sewer—Landowner constracti sewer for his own t— 
Local government — Public Health Act, 1875, s. 13 (1).—Minehead 
Local Board v. Luttrell, CH.D. ROMER, J., [1894] 2 Ch. 178; 63 
L. J. Ch. 497; 70 L. T. 446 

; _ also Hackney Carriage; Nuisance; 4, 5; River; Water, 


RAILWAY one alee ded 

1, Carriers’ lien —Cloak-room ch Goods deposited by hirer 
—Lien inst true owner—‘‘ ‘ Reasonable facility ’ a Railway and 
Canal Traffic Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. o. 31), . 2. —*Singer Manu- 
facturing Co. vy. London and South-Western. Railway Co., Q.B.D., 
ary BS 1 ral Re L. J. Q. B, 411 

ct—Statutory duty to com 

Right of of third persons to insist on : te Tap Val 1 Vale 


Aen of aun. 
Railway Oo. v. Davis, app., 63 L. 





3. Station— open stations—Reasonable facilities for : 
traffic—Railwa: and Canal 
Traffic Act, 1854, s. 2.—Darlaston Local Board v. London and 


North-Western Rail Co., RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS, [1894] 2 
™ B. 45; 63 L. J. Q. B. 285 
. Surface ee converted into rail 
Po ance subjacent su ny eg unotion — 
Railways Clauses Act, 1845 (8 
20), ss. 77, 78. — Great Western Railway Co. v. Ce 
~ CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., W.R. 493; [1894] 2 157 ; 
500 


ibbwr Brick 
63 L. J. 


RES JUDICATA— , 
Judgment by consent— —South American and Mexican 
Co., Re; OH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., 8.J. 650 
See also Bankruptcy, 25 


RESTRAINT rel par be in 
Agreement vendor of business ‘‘ not to an 
! ics teatietn-~Eiedline beedbass snaniah ay 


wise interested in” 
vendor’s wife with separate estate.—Smith v. Hancock, APP., 
477; 70 L. T. 578 


W.R. 465 ; ols. 


RIVER— 
of nuisances to 


Th er—O of 
health Publis Health (London) At, 160 me ott (1), (3) — 


Thames Conservancy Act, 1857.—*Thames 
Sanitary Authority of London, @.B.D., 63 L. J. oC C. 121 


. “d P of goods with 
Contract— t for hire—Possession consent 
of oun eee agreement—Disposition of goods by 
hirer—Factors Act. fesg “ & 53 Vict. c. 45), ss. 2, 9.—Helby v. 
Matthews, app., 8.J. 475; W.R. 514; [1894] 2 Q. B. 262 


SETTLED LAND— 

1. Costs—Petition—Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 
Vict. c. 18), s. 69—Setiled Land Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 32).— 
Sanders, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 478; 70 L. T. 755 

2. Costs—Several persons forming tenant for life — Several 
solicitors—Settled Land Act, 1881 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38).—Smith, 
Re, Smith v. Lancaster, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J, 549; W.R. 559 

3. Im apg Mang me 2 of capital money— Additions to or 
Pel x any in buildings—Heating —New Wye 
roof—Settled Land Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), 8. 

Land Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. Me gt 8. 13 (ii-).—*Gaskell’s wire Betled 
Estates, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J., 70 L. 

4. Improvements—Capital moneys—Mansion- -house—Rebuilding 
iota rental —Settled Land Act, 1890, s. 13 (iv.).—* Walker's 
Settled Estates, Re, CH.D. NoRTH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 314 

5. Trust for sale— ent—Equitable tenant for life— 
Possession—General leave to exercise powers of life tenant—Costs 
—Parties —Incumbrance—Settled Act, 1882, s. 63—Settled 
et ee eee 4 Settlement, Re, Bagut v. Kittoe, 
CH.D. CHITTY, J., 63 Ch. 515 


SETTLEMENT— 
1, Authority to sell—Female trustee—Settled Estates Act, 1877 
eas Vict. c. 18).—Peake’s Settled Estates, Re, OH:D. NORTH, J., 
648 


2. Future illegitimate children—‘“‘ Child en ventre sa mére."’ —Shaw, 
Re, Robinson v. Shaw, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 513 
3. Marriage settlement—Ultimate trust— Wife's next of kin— 


4. Tenant for life—Equitable life tenant—Letting into posite 
sion—Title deeds, mregpe Mw of—Trustee—New trustees— 
ment—Donee of power appoin' himself.—Newen, Re, Newen v. 
Barnes, CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J. 2 Ch. 297; ot on 
‘ § Volun settlement - 
—No words o scheriomes -Geemaiay of estate.—* Wasetoare Estate, 
Re, Lovatt v. Whiston, OH.D. pec J., [1894] 1 Ch. 661; 63 
L. J. Ch. 273; 70 L. T. 681 

6. Will — Petition — Practice — Parties to Rg ly— La: out 
settled estate for building Act, 18 ye 
& 41 Vict. c. 18), ss. 18, 1, 23.—Christy's Settled Estate, 
CH.D. NONTH, J. B.D. 590 W.R. 613 

See also Power, 3 


SHERIFF— 
See Bankruptcy, 26; County Court, 3 
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SHIPPING— 


1. Bill of lading—Loss by perils of the sea—Negligence — Burden 
of ne The, Apv., 63 L. J. P. D. & A. 89; 70 
L. . 344 


2. Carrier—Contract—P t—Ticket—Conditions— Evidence 
—Liability of carrier.—Richar & Co. v. Rowntree, H.L., [1894] 
— 217; 63 L. J. a 283 om 

Charter-party —Captain’s signature to bills of lading — 
Penal: en awed The, PD. & AD 70 L, T. 388 . 

4. -party—Construction.—Primula, The, P.D. & A.D., 

W.R. 527 


5. Charter-party—Discharge of Despatch money—Sun- 
days and féte duys.—Glendevon, The, P.D. & A.D., 70 L. T. tie 

6. Charter-party—Freight—Lump sum — Sub-charter — Bill of 
lading freight less than chartered freight—Cesser clause—Liability 
of charterers.— Hansen v. Harrold, aprp., 70 L. T. 475 

7. Charter-party—Full cargo not loaded — Damages—Freight 
— by shipowner.— Aitken v. Ernsthausen, APP., [1894}.1 Q.-B. 

3 


8. Collision—Actions in rem and in personam—Cross-cause—Bail 
—Admiralty Court Act, 1861, s. 10.—* Rougemont, The, P.D. & A.D., 
70 L. T. 420 

9. Collision—Common employment — Limitation of liability— 
Gross tonnage—Crew space—Merchant Shipping Act, 1867 (30 & 
31 Vict. c. 124), s. 9—Merchant Shipping (Tonnage) Act, 1889 (52 
& 53 Vict. c. 43), 8. 1.—Petrel, The, P.D. & A D., 70 L. T. 417 

10. Collision—Fog— Approaching ships—Duty of.—Knarwater, 
The, aPp., 63 L. J. P. D. & A. 65 

11. Collision—Fog—Regulations of 1884, article 18.— Lancashire, 
The, H.L., 63 L. J. P. D. & A. 80 

12. a for sale—Liability for freight—Merchant Shipping 
Acts Amendment Act, 1862 ie & 26 Vict. c. 63), ss. 66-72.— 
*Furniss v. White, aPp., 63 L. J. Q. B. 267; 70 L. T. 463 

13. Contract—Affreightment—Port of distress—Sale of part of 
eo of laws—Law of the flag.—*Jndustrie, The, aPpP., 
63 L. J. P. D. & A. 84 

14. Contract—Mortgage without notice—Sale—Purchase with 
notice—Certificate of registry—Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, s. 
50.—Celtic King, The, P.D. & A.D., [1894] P. 175; 70 L. T. 562 

15. Damage—Negligence—Natural and probable consequence— 
Remoteness of damage.—Gertor, The, P.D. & a.D., 70 L. T. 703 

16. Master and servant—Owner’s liability for captain's negli- 

mmon employment—Seaworthiness— Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 80), s. 5.—Hedley v. Pinkney Steamship 
Co., H.L., W.R. 497; [1894] A. C. 222; 63 L. J. Q B. 419; 70 
L. T. 630 

17. Overloading—Master and servant—Merchant Shipping Act, 
1876, s. 28.— Massey v. Morriss, 9.B.D., 8.J. 547 

18. Repairs of ship—Managing owner—Co-owners—Extent of 
authority. — Huntsman, The, P.D. & a.D., [1894] P. 214; 70 
L. T. 386 

19. “alvage—Duty of shipowner— Expenditure for benefit of all 

—General average—Brokerage.— Rose v. Bank of Austral- 
asia, H.L., 70 L. T. 422 


SOLICITOR — 


1. ing order—Costs—Assignment of judgment debt— 
“* Bond purchaser for value without notice ’’—NSolicitors Act, 
1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127), s. 28.—Cule v. Eley, 0.B.D., 8.J. 460; 
WB, 505 [1894] 2Q. B. 180; arr., 8.J. 533; W.R. 561; [1894] 

. 350 


2. Coste—Agreement—Act incorporating company—Costs pay- 
able out of capital raised—Statute of Limitations Liability of 
company. —Ni v. Regent’s Canal Co., 2.B.D., §.J. 581 

3. Coste—Agreement—Scale fee—Coste of relieving property 
sold from Retainer—Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 

44 & 45 Vict. c. 44).—Frape, Re, Perrett, Ex parte, CH.D. NORTH, J., 
. 439; W.R. 475; [1894] 2 Ch. 290 

4. Coste—. ent in writing— Payment between solicitor and 
client—Attorneys and Solicitors Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 28), 8. 4 — 
Attorneys and Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73), s. 41.— 
Thompeon, Re, Baylis, Ex parte, o.B.D., W.R. 462 

5. Custe—Taxation—Advowson in —Freehold property— 

icitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44)—General 
Order, 1882, Schedule I., Part I.— Application of scale. — Harnshaw- 
Wall, Re, cH.D. cuItTTY, J., 8.J. 549; W.R. 567 

6. Costs—Taxation—Auctioneer—Fee paid by client to auctioneer 
for taking bids merely—Solicitor otherwise conducting sale—Scale 
fee—Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, General Order, clause 4— 
Schedule L., Part I., r. 11.—Drielema v. Manifold, arr., 8.3. 547; 
W.R. 578 
# 7, Coste—Taxation—Ret«iner—Champerty—Defence of—Juris- 
og mae Re, Jaquess v. Thomas, aPP., [1894] 1 Q. B. 747; 

0 . 567 











8. Costs—Taxation— Uncertificated solicitor — Disbursements — 
Right to recover—Solicitors Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 68), s. 12. 


—Kent v. Ward, app., 70 L. T. 612 

9. Costs — Vendor and — Sub-sale — Solicitors’ Re- 
muneration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44)—General Order, r. 2 (a), 
(c); r. 4.—Read, Re, CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., 8.J. 581; W.R. 601 

10. Lien—Title deeds held by solicitor as sub-pur- 
chaser—Costs of firm.—Gough, Re, Lloyd v. Gough, CH.D. NORTH, J., 
70 L. T. 725 

11. Misconduct—Accepting loans from client—Client just at- 
tained twenty-one—Powers of co ion.—Solicitor, A, 
Re, Incorporated Law Society, Ex parte, 9.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 313 

12. Misconduct—Counsel’s fees non-payment—Report of com- 
mittee —Solicitors Act, 1888.—~Solicitor, A, Re, Incorporated Law 
Society, Fx parte, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 397 

13. Mortgagor and or —One solicitor for both —Insuffi- 
cient security—Liability of solicitor.—Brinsden v. Williams, OH.D. 
NORTH. J., §.J. 603 

14, Practice—Taxation—Common order—Order become inopera- 
tive—Second order obtained by suppression of material facts.— 
*Taylor & Tarbuck, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 290 

15. Receiver—Liability—Sums received and paid to solicitor for 
the ies entitled--Agency of solicitor.—Jnd, Voope, & Co. v. 
Kidd, a.u.v., §.J. 651 

16. Retainer to conduct common law action-—Right of solicitor 
to terminate retainer—Reasonable notice—Reasonable cause.— 
Underwood v. Lewis, app., §.J. 479; W.R. 517; [1894] 2 Q. B. 306 

17. Retainer—Separate retainers—Right of each client to taxa- 
tion.—Salaman, Re, aPp., W.R. 530; [1894] 2 Ch. 201 

18. Trustee—Settled account—Release—Setting aside— Time, 
lapse of.— Webb, Re, Lambert v. Still, app., 70 L. T. 318 

19. Undertaking—Stay of execution pendin a I poe. 
ing to repay costs if appeal successful—Ap allowed, but execu- 
tion stayed pending further appeal—Enforcement of undertaking.— 
*Swyny v. Harland, app., [1894] 1-Q. B. 707; 63 L. J. Q. B. 415 

See also Bankruptcy, 6, 8; County Court, 9; Practice, 8, 22, 
25; Settled Lend, 2 


SURETY— 


Mortgage—Co-sureties— Payment off of mortgage debt by surety 
—Right of surety to prove for debt against the estate of co-surety 
Mercantile Law Amendment Act, 1856 (19 & 20 Vict. c. 97), 8. 5.— 
Parker, Re, Morgan v. Hill, cH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 564; W.R. 
618 

See also Partnership, 8 


THELLUSSON ACT— 


Accumulation—Income— Charity — Will — Construction — Thel- 
lusson Act (39 & 40 Geo. 3, c. 98), 8. 1.—*Harbin v. Masterman, 
ApP., [1894] 2 Ch. 184; 63 L. J. Ch. 388; 70 L. T. 357 


TITHE— 


1. Certificate of annual value— Owner occupier—Income tax— 
No assessment under Schedule B—Assessment under Schedule D— 
Inland Revenue Act, 1887, s. 18—Tithe Act, 1891, s. 8 (1), (4), 
(5).— Reg. v. Petersfield Commissioners, Q.B.D., 63 L. J. Q. B. 357 

2. Rent-charge—Rates—Arrears due befure Tithe Act, 1891— 
Payment by occupier—Deduction by landowner from rent-charge 
due after Act of 1891—Tithe Act, 1891, s. 6—Interpretation Act, 
1889, s. 38 (2).—*Jones v. Potts, Jones v. Cooke, APP., 63 L. J. Q. B. 
381 


TRADE-MARK— 


1. Descriptive word—Invented word—Rectification of register— 
Person aggrieved— Patents, igns, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 57), ss. 64, 90—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 50), s. 10, sub-section (1 2} () ; 8. 90. 
—Talbot’s Trade-Mark, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J.. W.R. 501; 63 
L. J. Ch. 264 

2. Descriptive or invented word—‘‘ Somatose ’’—Patents, Designs, 
and Trade- Marks Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 57), s. 64—Patents, 
Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 50), s. 10.— 
Sap a ‘abriken Vormals, Re, arr., W.R, 488; [1894] 1 Ch. 645; 63 
L. J. Ch. 257 

3. Name—Article sold by plaintiff--User by defendant on 
different article— tation calculated to deceive—Injunction. 
—Powell v. Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Co., CH.D. STIRLING, J., 
8.J. 648 

4. Registration— Invented word ’’—‘ Geo hical name”— 
Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c, 
57), s. 64—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
Vict. c. 50), 8. 10,—Salt’s (Sir Titus) Trade-Mark, Re, O8.D. 
CHITTY, J., . 647 
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ple Aug. 25, 1804. 7] 
6. 4, Rogistration—Label— Colman’s Mustard”. — Eesential 
Disclaimer of added matter—Refusal to disclaim “ 
’*s”—Own name—Patents, &., Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 57), 

t 64—Patents, &e., Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 50), s. 10.—Col- 
en's Trade-Mark, Re, CH.D, STIRLING, 3., W.R, 555 ; [1894] 2 Ch. 
Ms; 63 L. J. Ch. 403; 70 L. T. 398 
ion — Label — Essential particular — Disclaimer — 

, and Trade-Marks Acts, 1883 to 1888.—Birming- 
rewery Co.’ 8 Trade-Mark, Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 















“wllesy 
ham ey 
¢ L. T. 646 


7. Registration—Subsequent aggrioved“Eap of See ner calou- 
lated to deceive—User—Person mark from 
cise 3) 9 &o., Act, 1883 (46 een a7 Vat , 88. 67, 72 
(sub-section 2), 90—Patente, &., Act, 1888 (51 & 62 Vict, 0. 80), 

gs. 11, 14.—Société Anonyme des Verreries de CO Btoile Trade-Mark, 
: Re, apv., W.R. 420; [1894] 2 Ch. 26; 63 L. J. Ch..381 










- TRADE NAME— 
- Assignment — Goodwill — Name in gross— ve user. — 
*Thorneloe v. Hill, CH.D. ROMER, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 


TRAMWAY— 
1. Debenture—Debenture-holders’ action—Sale of tramwa 
“going concern” —Tramways Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 78), 
42, 44.—Bartlett v. West Metropolitan Tramways Co., OH.D. NORTH, 
j., W.R. 500 ;~[1892] 2 Ch. 286; 63 L. J. Ch. 519; 70 L. T. 491 
| 2. Purchase of undertaking — Count Council—Valuation of 
tramway—London Street Tramways Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c 
, elxxi.), s. 44—Tramways Act, 1870, s. 43. —London County Council v. 
London Street Tramways Co., app., [1894] 2 Q. 4 189; 63 
L. J. Q. B. 433; 70 L. T. 572 


TRESPASS— 
1. Distress—Animal damage feasant—Inju to chattel of the 
owner of the land.— Buden v. Roscoe, Q.B.D., 445; 70L. T. 450 
2. Negligence—Injury to cattle—Polsonous trees.— Ponting v. 
Noakes, Q.B.D., 8.3. 438; W.R. 506; [1894] 2 Q. B. 281 
Bee ns Nuisance, 6 


TRUSTEE — 
1, Appointment—New trustee Personal gr of sur- 
oe ae ee ee and general—Probate—Con- 
Act, 1881, s. 31—* Parker's 7'rusts, Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH, 
ly iso 1 Ch. 707: 63 L. J. Ch. 316 
2. Breach of trust—Fraud of agent—Liability of eae 
Statute of Limitations—‘ Party or privy to” fraud—Trust - 
perty “ still retained ’’ by trustee—Trustee Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
¢. 59), s. 8.—* Thorne v. Heard, app., [1894] 1 Ch. 599; 63 L. J. Ch. 
$56; 70 L. T. 541 
8. Princi and ogpet~theitean, carrying on—Authorit 
pledge pny t of co-trustees—Partnership—Holding out, e 
of.— Brazier v. Camp, app., 63 L. J. Q. B. 257 
Sce also Company, 13; Partnership, 3; Settled Land, 5; 
a. 1, 4; licitor, 18; Vendor and Purchaser, 10; 


to 
ence 


VENDOR and PURCHASER— 

1, Building scheme—Restrictive covenant—Municipal co 
tion—Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, ss. 108, 109— 
Government Act, 1888, s. 2.—Davis v. Leicester ( ), APP., 
W.R. 610; [1894] 2 Oh. 208 ; 63 L. J. Ch. 440; 70 L. T. 599 

2, Conditions of sale—Intereat—Wilfal default of vendor—Mis- 
statement in particulars of sale—Omission to inspect plan.— Tubbs’ 

, Re, app., 8.J. 476; 70 L. T. 719 

3, Conveyance—Land adjoinin minty "Pye omac: of law 
—Rebuttal by circumstances.— . Petre, app., W.R. 435; 
[1894] 2 Ch. it ; 70 L. T. 331 

4, Copyright—Profits of newspaper—Mistake in valuation—Mis- 

y purchaser’s valuer—Purchaser in possession.—Zvans, Re, 
4 v. Evans, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 546 
5. Leaseholds—Sale by exesutor—Death of testator many years 
Wn nc. (iso and Furze’s Contract, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 
WR. 440; [1894] 2 Ch. 101; 63 L. J. Ch. 303 
6. Specific performance—Contract—Statute of Frauds—Oun- 
acceptance—Offer and acceptance contained in letters— 
contract referred to in letters and tendered for signature.— 
Jones v. Daniel, OH.D. ROMER, J., 70 L, T, 588 
i. Specific performance—Letters—Reference to formal contract.— 
Jones v. Daniel, OH.D. ROMER, J., [1894] 2 Ch. 332 
8. Specific performance—Statute of Frauds—Memorandum of 
ontract filled up by auctioneer’s clerk—Implied authority from 
















ei 








———— poremeonny pan nn 
= RTT v. Landray, OH.D. ROMER, J., W.R.°621 ; [1894] 
ye! 70 L. T. 530 fe 

1 damages.—Shepherd v. Blank, OH.D. CHITTY, x, 82. 

0. Trustee convicted of felony—Transfer of Felony 

hot 70 (99 & 4 Vik 0 2) Lany and Dents ion’s 
Contract, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J . 530; W.R. 533 . 

WATER— 


1. Arbitration—Action to restrain local ar a AE 
works and from g to arbitration—Coste—Public 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. @. 65), o. 61, 52, 179, 180—The The Bognor 
Water Act, 1891, s. 5.—Bognor Water Co. v. Bognor Local Board, 
CH.D. STIRLING, J., 70 L. T. 402 
2. house—Part of quarter's rate— Water- 
works Olatkes Act, 16i1, a2, 70; Ti Kast. London Waterworke Oo 
v. Foulkes, Q.B.D., [1894] 1 Q. B. 819 
3. Street—Iron cover placed in street—Cover for stop-cock in 
ae pe—Accident caused by non- Liability of water 
PP ylde Waterworks Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vict. c. cliv.), s. 
aterworks Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 17), as. 28, 48- 
52 Waterworks Clauses Act, 1863 (26 & 27 Vict. c. 93), 8. 17.— 
Chapman v. Fylde Waterworks Oo., aPr., 8.3. 629 
4. Subterranean water—Abstraction of water—Lawful act done 
animo nocendi.— Bradford (Mayor) v. Pickles, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 


4774 
5. Water course — Ri owner — Im grant—Artificial 
channel—Source of supply—Abstraction of water—Injunction.— 


Bunting v. Hicks, app., 70 L. T. 455 

6. Water used to flush sewers—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 
Vict. c. 55), es. 51, 52.—West Surrey Waterworks Co. v. Chertsey 
Union, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J. 648 

7. Waterworks—Bursting of main—Damage—Liability of com- 
pany.—Green v. Chelsea Waterworks Co., aPp., 70 L. T. 547 


WILL— 
1. Construction— Farnitare and effects”—Literary notes.— 
Pettitt, Re, Fluwman v. Pettitt, C.D. NORTH, J., $.J. 531 
2. Construction—Gift to named “‘ Share of each of my 
sisters ’’—Settlement of shares—L spse.—Pinhorne, Re, Moreton v. 
oe CH.D, CHITTY, J., W.R. 438 [1894] 2 Ch. 276 
3. Construction—Gift of residue to wife for ey tthe for her it pe and 
benefit, and for the edncation of her children - yh. om 
Bankruptcy of tenant for life— Maintenance,— Booth, Booths Re, 
Booth, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R, 613; [1894] 2 Ch, 282 
4. Construction— Gift of sum of money to be invested for-benefi’ 
of testator’s son on i twenty-one, at the discretion of 
executor—Declaration that the sum was intended for the advance- 
ment of the son—Absolute gift—Discretion of executor—Right to 
yet le i Re, Mills v. Johnston, CH.D, STIRLING, J., 
616 
Construction—Lllegitimate children—Future issue.— Harrison, 
Re, ‘Harrison v. Hyson, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 63 L. J. Ch. 385 
_ 6, Constraction—“ My niece E. W.”—Wife's - 
Py % te. Lage %. Rages i 20 ; [1894 2 
Ch. Ch. 83, 63 37 
— Time of 


7. Osastrastice > Weanesh relatives then li 
ascertaining class.— Nash, Re, Prall v. Beavan, app., 5.J, 513 
8. Construction—Power to wife to appoint fund to such of tes- 
oo ae she should think proper—Life hy wen hag 
ven to wife —Wife 
wife to have fund Sa Bayes 
Be of ee ee Re, Brierley v. Brierley, aPp., 


9. Construction clause —Person entitled to 
or receipt of rents Rm —Leslie v. Rothes, aPp., 
10. Devise of lands in fee--Charge of legacy—Executors— 
Power of sale—Law of Property Amendment Act, 1859 (Lord St. 
Leonards’ Act) (05 © 50 re ee 8. 18.—Rebbeck, Re, ¥. 
Rebbeck, CH.D. CHITTY, J., W.R. 47 
11. Falea demonstratio— Limitatio vera—Residence “‘ as now ocou- 
ied Ay? me.” —Seal, Re, Seal v. Taylor, app., 63 L. J. Ch. 275; 70 
29 


12, — Charitable intention — Construction — 
Failure o SCR, on Re, Rymer v. Starfield, 
OH.D, CHITTY, J., 


13. Legacy — —Pratt, Re, 
Pratt, OH.D, NORTH, J., 63 L. J. Oh. 484; 70 L. T. 489 
—BSeverance— Intermediate 


ca Rs 


. 456 


, Re, Snaith v. Snaith, cu.D. NORTH, J., BJ, 564 
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15. en ee ee and personal estate—‘‘ Not otherwise 
of ”—Meani —*Bawden, Re, Bawden v. Cresswell, 
—— = feet) 1 Ch. 693; 63 L..J. Ch. 412; 70 


16. Married woman—Reversionary interest— Will executed before 
Malins’ Act—Republication by codicil executed afterwards—Residue 
~-Pecuniary legacies.—*icom, Re, Layborn v. Grover Wright, arr., 
63 L. J. Ch. 392 

17. Perpetuity—Devise—Gravel pits to be worked out and then 
sold—Proceeds of sale given to unascertained class.—Wood, Re, 
Tullett v. Colville, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J., [1894] 2 Ch. 310 

18. Power of sale — Duration — Perpetuities — Intention of 





‘eptahanvedinddey and Baines’ Contract, Re, OH.D. CHFITY, #, 


L. T. 549. 
19. Tenant for life and remainderman—Apportionment b 


capital and income—Mode of calculation.—Nash, Re, Sweet y, J 


CH.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 478 

20. Tenant for life—Remainderman-—Investments— Risky 
ties—Trustees—Duty of—Conversion.—Haton, Re, Daines vy, 
CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., 70 L. T. 761 


21. Volunteer corps—Charity—Gift conditional on contingy 
event—Perpetuities.— Alt v. Stratheden (Lord), CH.D. ROMER 


8.J. 602 


See also Administration, 1, 2; Annuity, 2; Practice, § 4 


Probate, 3-6 ; Settlement, 6 
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